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CHAPTER  L 


INTRODUCTION. 

Since  the  days  of  Priscian  the  attention  of  grammarians  has  been 
drawn  bv  tie  apparent  coincidence  of  function  between  the 
ablative  and  the  genitive  in  phrases  such  as  magna  virtuie  vir  and 
via^juc  virtut's  vir.  Phe  ancient  Lrrammarians  cared  less  for  reasons 
than  for  facts,  and  so  Pnscian  (111  Keil,  221,  10;  214,  7;  360,  i) 
is  content  to  observe  the  occurrence  of  these  expressions  without 
deeper  explanation  than  is  imp^lieil  in  his  comparison  of  them  with 
the  Greek  genitives  like  /ff  j'm'Iv'    (ii)hri'/^  (w/fU. 

The  modern  grammarians,  <,n  the  other  hand,  have  sought  to 
solve  many  questions  about  these  constructions,  such  as  their 
origin,  their  primitive  nature,  the  limitations  appearing  in  the  use 
of  each,  the  extent  of  their  tlifference  or  of  their  equivalence  with 
one  another:  but  the  success  cf  these  efforts  has  not  been  such  as  to 
yield  a  cone  se  and  accurate  ex])ression  of  the  whole  truth.  Indeed 
the  newest  j^.merican  school  grammars — for  instance,  Lane's — seem 
driven  back  fairly  to  the  ancient  standpoint,  the  mere  statement  of 
the  most  ob  /ious  fact. 

Notwithstanding  this  failure  to  reach  unanimity  upon  all  points, 
the  past  century  has  brought  an  advance  in  our  knowledge  of  the 
constructions  before  us.  Soh>ng  as  we  designated  the  two  construc- 
tions by  a  common  adjective,  qudiiiatis,  we  had  in  the  very  name  a 
source  of  c<)nfusion  to  our  ideas,  which  was  in  no  wise  removed 
when  Madvig  (Gram.  §  2S7)  applied  the  new  titles  "  dcr  beschrei- 
bende  Genetiv,  der  beschreibende  Ablativ, "  tothe  old  constructions. 
If  there  is  really  a  fundainental  difference  between  these  two 
cases,  then  we  may  have  a  gain  still  to  make  through  a  distinction 
in  names,  just  as  in  the  case  of  two  other  constructions  bearing  a 
common  appellation  we  have  made  a  gain  recently  by  distinguish- 
ing them  as  the  ablative  of  price  and  the  genitive  of  value  (cf. 
Archiv.  IX.   10 1,  ff. ). 

A  great  step  in  the  advance  toward  a  perception  of  the  funda- 
mental nature  of  the  Ablative  of  (^)uality  was  taken  wdth  Delbriick's 
dissertation    "Ablativus  Localis  Instrumentalis "  (Berk,   1867),   in 
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which  the  ablative  was  distinguished  as  a  compound  case  made  up 
<>t  three  elements,  a  separativus,  a  locativus  and  an  instrumcntalis, 
the  last,  in  turn,  composed  of  two  categories;  first,  '' der  sociative 
instrumentali>  "  ;  second,    "  der  instrumcntalis  des  Mittrls." 

This  step  brought  a  new  point  of  view,  ami   to  make   it    fruitful 
It  was  necessary  v>  consider  next  some  large  collection  of  examples. 
Kbrard  took  up  thi<  task   in  his   dissertation,    "  I)e  -Xbhitivi  [.(K^ativi 
In>trumentalis    .    .     .    Usu.  "  discus>ing  a  collection  of  instances  from 
riautus  and  the  early  Latin,   which  i>  large,  though  for  Plautus  very 
idr  from  Ci)mplete.      Next  followed  Stegmann  (Xeue    lahrb..  132,  p'. 
243  ff-.  ^^'  13^^  P-   -5'^  t^-)    ^^'ith  a  more   exhaustive   collection  of   the 
exam{)les  fn^m  C  a'sar  and  Cicen*.  cxcej^t  the  letters.    Shorthafter  Steg- 
mann came  Oolling's  treati>e  in  '•  (;ymna>ium  "  (Vol.   6,  \os.   i  c^-  2), 
which  is  the  broadest  discussion  of  the  Ablative   of  (Quality  that    has 
yet  appeared.      The  main  points  of  (iolling's  discus>sion  are  of  sufTi- 
cient  im[)ortance  to  warrant  their  recapitulation  here. 

To  (lollin-  it  ai)pears,  first,  that  the  Ablative  of  ()ualitv  has  its 
origin  in  what  Delbriick  calls  "der  sociaiive  instrumentalis"';  second, 
it-'  character  as  it  first  appears  in  Latin  is  distinctly  that  of  sociativus. 
'Ihis  d(x'S  not  overlook  the  fact  that  in  some  instances  the  idea  of 
the  separativus  lies  very  close  at  hand:  for  instance,  with  the  ablative 
('\   (jualitv   ,r//ww/;  ,gr;/('n'  esse  compare  the  L'xi)rv<>hm  summo^'-enere 

Another  distincti(m.  not  ahvavs  easily  drawn,  is  that  between 
tile  Ablative  of  ^juality  and  the  Ablative  <>f  thinner,  because  the 
ace.>m[)animent  of  a  subject  in  acti^m  ver\-  often  may  be  felt  as 
an  accom{)animent  of  the  action;  thus,  for  instance,  Tac.  (ierm.  4-'. 
pr.e.-idet  sacerdos  muliebri  ornatu  is  not  easy  to  classifv.  (Polling's 
di.-tinction  here  istiiat  this  ablative  remains  an  Ablative  of  (Quality  onlv 
so  long  a.-  its  definite  cnnection  with  the  subject  is  felt;  but  once 
having  granted  that,  it  will  not  be  necessarv  to  den\-  the   dualitative 

-  1 

character  of  the  ablative  in  order  to  recognize  the  modal  force  which 
;t  has  also. 

The  qualitative  ablative  includes,  further,  many  expressions 
which  might  be  looked  upon  from  another  point  of  view  as  Ablative 
Absolutes,  of  which  Golling  gives  abundant  illustrations;  for  in- 
stance, LX\s.  B.  G.  5,  14,  3:  Brittani  sunt  capillo  promisso  atque 
ornni  parte  corporis  ra^a  prceter  caput  et  labrum  superius;  or  Plant. 
Capt.  7S9:  conlecto  quidem  est  pallio. 
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Concerning  the  steps  of  development  by  which  from  an  original 
adverbial   sociative  the  ablativus  qualitatis   (an   adjective  sociative) 
was    reached.    Golling   adopts  the   view   in   which   Kriiger   has  pre- 
ceded  Delbruck,  that  out  of  such  expressions  as  legkmes  pro/ecU 
sunt   alacri  animo,    or  pUL^nare    wpiu  /route,    arose  pug?tatio    csquo 
fronte,  or  leg.'unes  sunt  alacri  anwuK    whence  legiones  alacri  animo. 
Golling  has  not  fallen  upon  the  unfortunate  example,  J^r/>^«J /ww.7w/ 
corpure  incedit,  which  Dell)ruck  ha.>  since  used  for  illustration  of  this 
view,  to  the  misleading   of  Bennett,  who   in   his   Appendix,    §345. 
follows  Delbiiick.       Incedit  is  a  verb  which   Roman  writers  never 
used  with  serpens,  its  action  implying  a  diflerent  motion  from  that 

possible  to  the  snake. 

Neither  djes  Golling  adopt  the  phraseology  of  Delbrijck,  who, 
in  view  of  th(i  transient  clraracter  of  most  instances  of  this  ablative 
and  its  contrast  in  that  very  particular  with  the  Genitive  of  Quality, 
cannot  be  cnxlited  with  having  invented  an  illuminating  title  when 
he  named   tl  is  construction    "  eler    Instrumentalis   der   dauerenden 

Eigenschaft." 

Concerning  the  nature  of  the  diiTerence  between  the  Ablative  of 
Quality  and  the  Genitive  of  Quality,  Golling  favors  the  view  of 
Kruger  (Gram.,  §  398,  i ).  'M)urch  den  Gen.  wird  ein  Gegenstand 
dargestellt  we  er  (nach  der  Ansiclit  des  Redenden)  ist,  durch  den 
Ablativ,  wie  :r  sick  zeigt."  "  Die  Frage  nach  der  Ausbreitung  des 
einen  und  des  anderen  Ka>us,'"  says  (k)lling,  ''ist  hiermit  entschie- 
den.  Jedes  Merkmal  eincs  Hegriiies  kann  als  seine  Begleitung,  in 
welche  er  erscheint,  aufgefasst  werden,  d.  h.  jeder  Gen.  qua!,  wird 
im  Allg.  durch  den  Abl.  vertreten  werden  ki'.nnen,  dagegen  wird 
umixekehrt  nur  zufallig  hie  und  da,  was  als  begleitendes  Moment 
eines  Begrilles  erscheint,  ein  Merkmal  darstellen."  This  dictum  of 
Kruger's  and  of  Golling's  reads  very  well,  but  it  is  open  to  the  in- 
stant objection  that  every  sch>  Tir  may  have  his  own  view  of  what 
the  "  Ansicht  des  Redenden  "'  was.  and  accordingly  we  may  be  left 
no  nearer  a  solution  of  our  problem  than  we  were  before.  Take, 
for  instance.  Cic.  Fam..  4,  8.  i.  neque  monere  te  audeo  pra^stanti 
prudentia  vii-um  nee  conliriiKire  maximi  animi  hominem.  Kiihner 
translates,  "  Der  du  vorzugliche  Klugheit  zeigst,  aber  maximi  animi 
von  dem  ganzen  charakter,"  thus  agreeing  with  Kruger.  Madvig, 
on  the  other  hand,  declares  that  there  is  no  difference;  agreeing  with 
Zumpt.       Draeger    thinks    the    variation    appears    not    "nach    der 
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Ansicht  des  Red.nden,-  l)ut  '■  nur  c!cr  Abweclislun-<  w( -en  -  Not 
'vithstandins  the  difficulties  which  attend  such  a  suhiective  interpre- 
tation ,,f  the  difference  between  Ablative  and  (lenitive,  it  mav  be 
said,  at  least,  that  no  other  distinction  comes  verv  much  nearer  to 
meeting  the  facts  of  the  situation;  Cor  if  we  ..et  out  on  the  basis  that 
ihv  Genitive  denotes  ;///.rW  qualities,  the  ablative  r.v/.rW  we  .hall 
spcedilv  fall  through:  and  on  the  basis  that  the  genitive  denotes  the 
r.rnianenl  quality,  the  Ablative  the  Irans.ent,  we  shall  still  find  con- 
tradiction at  every  period  of  the  language,  from  I'lautus  to  Prnden- 

tlU>. 

If  these  inconsistencies  are  to  receive  an  explanation  it  must  be 
'f  '^;'  "^''^  "^  ^  "^^^^h  ^^^^^^  eollection  .>f  instances  than  anv  which 
has  hit^K-rt.  hcvn  brought  together.      (ioUing  s^es   in   this   direction 

'^!'    '^^'  "^  ^''^^''  ^"^^  ^^"^  '-^  ^n   investigation  of  the  entire  course 

;;!^^;^\'^'"^^''^^^^'""'    '-mitjenerVoHstandigkeitwie   sic   Kbrard    fur 
die  Aeitote  >pruche  erreicht  liat.'" 

,.    ,1''"^  ^^^'^^  ''''  ''^  ^'''''^  '^'^  eoinplete  collection  ofAbhitives  which 
^-  ling    doires,    that   wouhl    not    suthce    for    the    solution    of   our 
l;i-  .ems   lor  with  the  discussion  of  the  Ablative  of  Qualitv,  that  of 
tneU-mtive  oi  Ouality  goes  hand  in  hand.      For  the  Genitive  not  <o 
much  di.cu.Mon  has  taken  place  as  ior  the  Ablative,  nor  i>  the  con- 
:;'"''":"    ^"    ^^''^'^^  ^^  --l^  understood.      A.  Bell,    '^De  Locativi  in 
i-ca  Latinitate  Vi  et  L'su  '  (Brolau,   18S9),  ha.  sought  to  show  a 
locative  origin  lor  the  Genitive  of  Oualitv  ;   his    argument   bem^P 
4V)  tnat  the  earliest  Genitives  of  Oualitv  (compounds  .(mo.//  pretu 
^en.ns)  were   made    with    the    locative   pronouns,    hie.  Ul/,  .,/.    etc  ' 
;^''^^^   '''^'^■-^^^^  l-ok^^l  upon  as  genitives,  led  to  the  employment 
/    .  , '^'   "'^"   ^^'    ^'^^   ^^^^!    K^nitives  fiiaus^  illncs.  uliu,.    etc       'Fhu. 
beside  ut:   nu./,   Plaut.  True,  930,  appeared  n//us  mod^'   PI.   Kpid  ' 

'"'[-  '■'.'•       ^^^''    ''''''    ^'^'^   n''>t    heen   generallv  accepted,  but   Bell's 
r'7'';"^  "'  '^■''^\^^->  i^  valuable,  well  supplementing  that  of  Kdw 

i-^l'-leGenetiv,  apud  Priscos  Usu  (1880).  'I'he  preVailmg  view  of 
tl-ongin  of  the  Genitive  of  Quality  ascribes  it  to  the  possessive, 
-  =  tn  Kruger  (Gram.,  §  ^^,)),  though  Delbruck's  suggestions  (Verc^l 
'-:"/-',^^^-^^^^^  ^^  ^70,  that  the  gemtmis  qtialitatis  -  vielleicdii 
niehtmdogermanischisfand  -  nicht  unwahrscheinlich  sich  nach 
Aun.,sung  der  alten  Komposita  entwickelt  hat  -  indicate  the  uncer- 
tainty still   felt  about  its  source. 

It  is  in  the  hope  of  adding  something   of  value   to  both  these 
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discussions,  i:i  the  direction  wliich  (iolling  for  the  Ablative  suggests, 
that  the  present  work  has  l)een  undertaken.      Where  so  many  of  the 
keenest  scholars  have  so  long  failed  to  find  a  simple,  unexceptionable 
rule  for  distinguishing  these  constructions  it   was  not  hoped  to  dis- 
cover one  now;  but  one  result  at    least   was   certain  to  attend  the 
consideration    of   a    great    ci»llection   o{  examples  drawn    from   all 
periods  of  th(  literature,  and  that,  an  oversight  of  the  constructions 
in  their  historical  development  such  as  no  one  has  hitherto  enjoyed. 
Following  this  purpose  the  author  has  read  through  Livy,  Velleius, 
both  Senecas,  Tacitus,  Fronto,  Justinus,  Gellius,  Apuleius,  Firmicus 
Maternus,    Pcdladius   and    the   Scrii)tores    Physiognomici,    gathering 
thus  the  examples  from  these  writers  kA  which  there  have  been  extant 
no  collecrions  at  all.      By  an  inde])endent  reading  also  the  author 
has  gathered    from    Plautus    and    Terence   double    the    number    of 
examples  cited  by  Kbrard,  several  from  Nepos,  overiooked  by  Lupus, 
all  those  from  Cicero's  letters  and  those  from  Vergil's  .-Eneid. 

The  exaii  j)les  to  be  cited  from  the  eariy  poets,  from  Cato,  Varro, 
Csesar,  Cicero's  Orations  and  Pliilosophical  Works,  Sallust,  Catullus, 
Horace,    Tibullus,    Propertius.    Ovid,    Valerius,    Currius,    Pliny  the 
Elder,    Phx'drus,    Pomponius   ?ylela.    Petronius,    Statins,    Quinrilian, 
Juvenal,    Suetonius,     (iranius     Licniianus,     Lactantius,    Eutropius, 
Aurelius  \'ictor,  Scriptores   Historic  Augustx-,    Ammianus   :\Iarcel- 
linus,  Prudentius  and  others,  liave  l)cen  collected  through  the  use  of 
trearises,  special  lexicons  and  indices  verborum,  cross  references  and 
the  contriburions  o(  friends.      The  total   number  of  instances  thus 
collected  is  considerably  above  three  thousand. 

The  first  result  of  this  investigation  to  become  apparent  was  the 
clear  determ:  nation  of  several  steps  m  the  historical  development  of 
the  construc-.ion;  a  result  not  unexpected,  and  already  hinted  at  by 
Golling,  Job.  Miiller  and  others,  but  never  before  so  cleariy  dis- 
played. To  undertake  a  full  discussion  of  this  development;  of 
the  scope  of  each  construction  in  the  time  of  Plautus,  the  extensions 
introduced  I:  y  Lucretius  and  Cicero,  the  points  of  development  and 
decay  appearing  in  Livy  and  the  Silver  writers,  and  the  later  con- 
fusion of  types,  would  require  a  trearise.  Suffice  it  here  to  make  a 
brief  statement  of  the  most  obvious  facts  and  then  to  proceed  to  the 
discussion    of  some   results   which    were    not  to  the  same  degree 

anticipated. 

In  eariy  Latin   our  Ablative  was  largely   the  case  for  physical 
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descriptions  and   ht-lil   this  domain  almost   to   the   uxclusi()n  of  the 
(Hiutive.   which,  aside   from  compounds   ^^[  modi,  generis  and  pretii 
'A  a:~    cunfmcd    to   a    lew   unusual    and    mostly  tii^uirative   expressions. 
Lucretius  liad  m-w  idea-,  kA   a  less   concrete  sort,    to  express  and   he 
used  tile  Ablative.       In  Cicero's  time  the  range  of  ideas  to  be  exactly 
expresxd  wa-  i^reatly  amplified  in  the  direction  of  abstract  qualities, 
and   the  Al)lative,  accorelino^l}-,  extended  its   function:   but  now   the 
(i^:;!tive,     as    the     "of"    case,     oppo-ed    to    the    Ablative,     as    the 
''\\\\\\'^     case,     seemed      nK.re     titted    to    the     expression    of    the 
drr[>er-seated.    qualities,    and     Cicero  extended    its   use   to     include 
many    new    expressions,  mostly   of  abstract    qualities,  involvinij:  the 
aajretixe-   summus,    magnus,  maximus   and  /anius,  and   a    few  others. 
I  Ll-'C   devel>q)ments,  occurring    witliin    the   long   j)eriod  of  C'icero's 
liu  rary  activity,  have  given  to    his   usaire  an   apparent  inconsistencv 
wMi  ii  has  had  double  effect    u{)on  the  opinion  of  grammarians   who 
loM^rd    to  Cicerv.  a>    the  {pattern  of  style.      Cx'sar,   writing  during   a 
more  limited  perie)d,  d^)es  not  show  the  same  inconsistencv.      With 
I.rvya    new  lorce   appears.      The  (lenitive   is   left   to    follow  its   own 
exuii.Mon    witiiin   the   line.-   already  drawn,   but    the  Ablative,  as   the 
' 'Ki-M-hioned   case,  gets   graduall}'    forsaken.      For  the   ideas  which 
the  Ablative  ha<  expres>ed   new  adjective.-  are  employed,  and  bv  the 
tune  ','1  \elleius  and    X'alerius   the  al)andonment  ^A    the  Ablative  be- 
cause almo-t  comjiiete.      When  the  reaction  from  this  impulse  set  in 
me  return,  wa-    j)!ainlv  to  an  incon>istent   model.      (iellius  chose   to 
'• '^I'l"^---^    ^'^I'di    the.-e   Constructions    few  ideas  which   had    not    alreadv 
rvLc:\ed  the  -tamp  of  ablative  or  gmitive;    but,   where   at  one  period 
t;u  Ahlati\e  had  bi  en  u-ed  and  at  a  later  periv)d  the  (lenitive  for  very 
-imihir  idea-,   (lellius  had  free   choice  which    analogv  to  follow,    and 
m.>.-t    wun,  though    not   unifv)rndy,  took  the  Aldative.      Not  all  the 
Liur  writer.-  -hared  the  archai.^tic  tendency  of  (jiellius,  but  the  course 
of  the  constructions  remained  much  the   same  until  with   the  writers 
ol  ihf  List  halt  ot    the  fourth   century  the    old    distinctions  were   for- 
gotten and  each  writer  tollowed  new  ones  ior  himself. 

When  we  seek  to  ex[)lain  the  instances  collected  as  the  results  i»f 
the  lorces  iuvlicated  above,  nanu-ly,  first,  a  logical  development  of 
each  Construction  on  the  l)a-is  of  its  fundamental  nature,  the  ablative 
being  the  "with"  case,  the  genitive  the  "of  case;  second,  tiie 
etlect.  through  the  operation  of  analogy,  of  the  development  of  the 
Ablative  so  early,  compared  with  that  of  the  Genitive;  and  third,  the 
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intentional  variation  from  a  preceding  type  of  style  by  the  Silver 
writers  and  again  by  Gellius  and  his  successors,  much  will  become 
clear,  but  w(  shall  still  find  ourselves  often  at  a  loss. 

The  general  character  of  the  difterence  between  the  cases, 
though  hard  to  state  in  a  form  which  will  always  apply,  is,  never- 
theless, tO(^  clearly  felt  to  be  denied.  Indeed,  the  usage  is  so  regu- 
lar, that  when  apparent  exceptions  occur  we  may  well  inquire  if 
thev  be  not  due  to  the  operatieui  of  some  special  causes  not  yet  fully 
understood. 

A  few  suedi  causes  suggest  tiiemselves  readily;  for  instance,  we 
should  expect  to  find  some  iidluence  exerted  through  the  intimacy 
o[  the  Romcns  with  Greek.  That  the  Latin  Genitive  of  Quality  is  an 
imitaticm  o'i  the  Greek,  ISrenous.  Les  liellenismcs  dans  la  syntaxe 
Latine,  p.  9;%  denies.  Ncvertlieless,  we  shall  see  that  the  effects  of 
Greek  influence  are  not  altogether  lacking,  in  particular  in  the 
Latin  translations  of  Greek  com[)ounds  with  7ro\r-  and   er- 

A^nain,  a  chancre  in  the  meaning  of  words  may  have  been  of  in- 
fluence.  This  is  the  case  with  cniimo.  In  Plautus  animus  signifies 
chiefly  the  spirits,  and  ,-.j  the  common  ablative  phrases  are  dono, 
tranquillo,  quieio,  liquido  animo.  By  (."icero's  time  the  word  had 
gained  in  meaning  ;  and  while  Cicero  kept,  for  the  most  part,  the 
ablative  in  such  combinations  as  ^rgro,  altiore,  anxio,  angusio,  con- 
sulari,  cxceho,  firmo,  forli.  Jmstiii.  leiiino,  imhccillo,  infirmo,  inhtimano, 
mobili,  ??ianshcio,  magna,  maxima,  parvo,  pravo,  pari,  sapicnti,  sim- 
plici,  singulari,  siabili  animo.  yei  wdien  the  meaning  intended  was 
that  of  a  perm.ancnt  characteristic  and  not  of  the  passing  mood  cjr 
spirits,  the  genitive  (;/Zi7^;v//,  inaximi  animi,  cf  iaya\()q)i'X^^^->  l^^yoi- 
^ri(()?)  was  logically  required  and  often  so  appeared.  That  Terence 
felt  the  beginnings  of  this  change  in  meaning,  we  may  infer  from 
his  phrases  incer/o,  virili,  Icni,  diiro,  comi,  amico,  fideli,  bcfiigno,  pcr- 
vicaci  animo. 
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CHAPTER  IL 


THE  INFLUENCE  OF  FORM. 

The  first  t  .  be  considered  of  the  instances  in  Nvhich   the  usa-e  of 
the  (jualitatis  constructiMns  has  heen  artccted   by  the   hmitations  of 
'■\'"^"';'-'^~'^l   '**>rins  niav  be  the  noun  zvV.      'Idie  Abhuive  of  Quabty 
'''^■^^■'    '■'   fr^'q'i^-nt  en<)u,[(h,  hut  had  a  writer   wished  to  express  an 
i^i'  -I  f  >r  which  the-enitive  of  this  noun  were  more  preci^^elv  adapted, 
he  w,,uKI  have  been  nnt  at  once  with  the  lact  that,  not  onlv  for  the 
Geintive  ..rcjuaUty.  but  lor  every  other  construction  of  the-enitive, 
a  [..nil  vi.  was  Lickm-  in  Latin  even  until  the  heginnin-  of  thethnrd 
century  A.    I).      Writers  were  accordin-Iy  driven  to  the  disuse  of  the 
-'~^^';^''^"  '■'■•^  ^^  ^"  ^^'^  substitution  for  it  of  a  synonymous  adjective, 
ur  the  abhuive  vi.      The  following  instances  of  vi  api)ear  : 

Plaut.^  True,  Arg.   5:   vi  magna  servos  est  ac  trucibus  moril)us. 

^all.  Cat.  5,  r:  Catilina  fuit  magna  vi  et  animi  et  corporis.  A 
phrase  repeated  in  connection  with  a  difiicult  indi- 
vidual hv 

Anon.  De  Vins  Iliustribus,  76:  Mithridates,  magna  vi  animi  et 
c<  )r{)oris. 

I'hn.  X.  PL  2.  39:  simili  ratione,  sed  nequaquam  magnitudine 
aut  vi.  i  o 

i>,  3S  excel lenti  vi  et  velocitate  uros. 
24.    no  purpurea  .    .    .    vis   summa  ad   refrigcrandum  e-t 

ii  VIS  dKXv.  vi  vc;  Ij.  "" 

34.   154  sciuamaacriore  vi  (|uam  robigo. 

A>  the  seond  instance  ,>f  the  influence   of  etvm.dogical    forms 
^^•e  inav  take    the  genitives  of  nouns  of  the    fifth   declension       For 
tiK'  tn-t  example,  the  genitive  of/,,,.,.      The  fbrm    of  this  -enitive 
"'']-'  '^  "^^'^^^'^^  ^^^^^  ^'.^^'^^'^^  l^ke  rn\  spn\  .He.;  Inn  in  earlv  Latin 
"';'■'  ''''''  ^"  "'^^^'^^^'  f^^^^^^  the  ihrm  is  not  sure.     In  Xeue's  Formen- 
^■fne,  pages  S75  ff.  are  cited  the  instances  to  show  that  in   the  earlv 
hin^uagethe  genitive   of  nouns   of  the   fifth   declension   was  m -.; 
like  tne  nominative,   be.ide  which  later   apr,eared  a   genitive   in  -./ 
nvhich  could    be  also  contracted   to-.,   or   contracted   to-/.      Gellius 
(V.  14)  IS  one  oi  the  witnesses   that   Cx-sar  preferred    the   form    in -. 
C.x-.arin  libro  de  analogia  secunda  hums  ^/c  et  huius  ./....  dicendum 
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putat),    whereas    Claud.    Quadrig.    h.ul    preferred    the    form     m-cs, 
"  huius  fac/V'j-,"'  "  propter  magnitudirirni  tac.vx 

Now,  if  a  Latin  writer  u^ed  tlie  genitive  form  facies,  it  was  in 
danger  of  being  confused  with  the  n^-minative  singular,  or  with  the 
noininative  and  accusative  plural.  L"  he  used  facie,  then  it  coin- 
cided with  the  ablative.  For  some  reason  facii  never  came  into 
general  use;  and  the  remaining  f>rm  faciei,  coinciding  with  the 
dative,  was  also,  perhaps  for  tliat  reason,  not  satisfactory.  How 
long  this  varietv  of  forms  persisted  m  Roman  usage  we  cannot  state 
with  precision.'  The  regularitv  r.f  modern  texts  in  reading  the 
genitive  f\iciei  mav  possiblv  be  due  to  scribes'  corrections  of  A^rms 
which  the  authors  wrote  in  -rs  or -/c.  Init  which  seemed  to  the  scribes 
merelv  errors.  Another  i..)s>il)ilitv  is  that  some  writers  may  have 
used  a  Genitive  of  Quality  with  the  Torm  facie,  which  the  copyist 
corrected  to  an  Ablative  of  (Kiality  by  altering  the  case  of  the  ad- 
jective  in   agreement,  supp..>ing  tlie  gen.    facie,  which   the  author 

wrote  to  be  an  ablative. 

These  are  mere  possibilities.  The  examples  show  for  centuries 
no  attempt  at  l  Genitive  of  Quality,  but  only  tlie  Ablative,  and  that 
very  frequent  fi-om  Plautus  on. 


Plant. 


A  sin. 

Capt. 

Pcrs. 
Pcen. 
Pseud. 

Rud. 


353     neque  qua  facie  sit  scio. 

399     Qua  facie  voster  Saurea  est  ? 

646     ST'd  cpia  faciest  tuos  sodalis  Philo- 

crates  f 
:;4  7     sat  edepol  concinnast  facie. 
I  I  I  1     Xutrix  qua  sit  facie. 
-2  A-     (bia  facie  ? 
1217     Fdio  tu.  qua  facie  fuit  .    .    .    r 
316     Xullum    istac     facie    ut    praedicas 

veni  sse. 
:;65     Qua  sunt  facie.^     Seep. — Scitula. 
i"i49     dicito  quid  insit  et  qua  facie. 


1 1 


DD 


( )ua  facie  sunt  ? 


Pacuv 
Ter. 


>,'iptra  F'rg. 
Lun. 


(Xot  once  have  we  cuius  sit  faciei.) 
7,    Ribb,  254  facie  procera  virum. 
(virginem)  Facie  honesta. 
4--^     Quam    liberali    facie    quam    oetate 


2  7,0 


Integra. 


Cicero 


Hec. 

Phor. 

I'usc. 


682     (ille  erat)  Honesta  facie  et  liberali. 
441     cadaverosa  facie. 
100     virgo  ipsa  facie  egregia. 
I,  67,    qua   facie    .    .    .     (animus)    sit    aut 
ubi  habitet. 
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Sail. 


Ncpo-      Datanus 


Nat.   Deor.    i,    8i,    deos   ea    facie    novimus    (jua    pic- 
tores  fictc^resque  voluerunt. 

1,  53     ei    visum    in    quiete    e,c:ivc:ia    facie 
iuvenem. 

2.  41,    Turselius  (|ua  facie  fuerit. 
6,    decora  facie. 

3,    I,    I'hiiyn,  hominem    maxim i    corporis 
terribiliquc  facie. 


De  Div, 
Phil. 


X"te  that  Xepos  \va>  unable  to  balance  his  first  ,2:enitive  corporis 
with  a  second,  because  a  Genitive  of  Quality  from  facies  was  not  in 
use. 

Ab>re  remarkable  than  this  unanimit\-  of  the  classical  writers 
Mi  ifie  use  of  facie  is  its  exclusive  use  by  tlie  writers  of  Silver 
I. .inn  w\\n  .showed  otherwise  the  j.^reate.-t  preference  for  the   i^anitive 

con.-truetion. 


I 


IV 


Val.  Max. 
rhx-dr. 


PHn. 


Xat.  H. 


I,  55,   5,    caput  humanum  inteL,n-a  facie  .  .  . 
aperientibus    .     .     .     apcruisse. 
I.  ext.    16,    eximia  facie  puerum. 

3,  4,  7,    formosos     .      .     .     et    turpi    facie 

multos. 
17,   229,    arborem  turi)i  facie  relinquunt. 
34,  60,    hie    supra  dicto  facie   cjuociue   in- 
di>creta  similis  fuisse. 
^fcicile  (|uo(}ue  et  chscreta  H.  ] 

34,   93   (>tatua)    sola    eo    habitu    Romx-, 
torva  facie, 
Suet,  vita  \'crg.     (Donat.j      corpore     statura    ,q-randi,     aquilo 

colore,    facie    rusticana    valetu- 
dine  varia. 
Fronto  Ad  Ant.  i,  3,    pullulos  duos  tam  simili  facie  sibi. 

2,  6.    pollens  viribus  decora  facie. 
Laudes  ^vg.  7,    ut    quxtiue     mulier     magis     facie 

freta  est. 
Bell.    Parth.  facie  eximia  lapidem. 

^'"-^'-  2,   2T,,  8,    ancillam  facie  baud  illiberali. 

4,   II.   14,    feminam  pulcra  facie. 
7  (6),  8,  2,    facie  incluta  mulierem. 

9,  4,  6,    qua  fuisse  facie  cyclopas  pcetx  fe- 
rn nt. 
13'  3^  (29).  3,   estate  integra,  feroci  ingenio  facie 

procera  virum. 
[Cited  by  Gell.  from  Pacuvius  Niptra  l>ag.  frag.   254,  cf  al)ove.  ] 

13'  30  (29)-  ^,   Verba  Plauti  ha.'C  sunt  .  .  .  qua  sit 

facie  mi  expedi. 
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Apul.       Met. 

Met. 
Polemo  de  physiogn. 


i^,  13,   2,    pueri  eximia  facie. 
I-"    10,   ^.    partus  recentes  rudi  esse  facie  et 
imperfecta. 
II,   246.    Nunc  atra  nunc  aurea  facie  sub- 

limis. 
9,   177.    puer  mobiii  ac  trepida  facie. 


~>  ^ . 


acie  magna  oculis  umidis. 
>g,    carnosa  fronte,  carnosa  facie. 
194,"  (),    Foerst.  crinibus  nigris  angustiore 
facie. 


We  see,  :hen,  that  in  early,  classical  and  Silver  Latin  the  Genitive 
does  not  ap])ear;  for  the  fragment  from  Claudius  Quadrig.  quoted  by 
(iellius  (9,  14)  "huius  facies  "  d.*)es  not  olTer  us  a  Genitive  of 
Quality,  but  merely  a  form  out  of  construction  for  the  sake  of  illus- 
tration, and  the  conjecture  kA  Detlefsen  to  Plin.  N.  Hist.,  2,  90, 
specieque  hamanx  faciei  elligiem  cannot  be  accepted  in  place  of  the 
MSS.  readiiig  specie  humana  Dei. 

It  is  wh:n  we  come  to  the  tasteless  writers  of  the  later  time  that 
we  first  fine  iaciei,  which  does  appear  several  times  in  the  Latin 
translation  of  Bartholomxus  de  Messana,  and  once  in  Polemo. 

Bart,    de  Mess.    35  (Physiogn.  L,  p.  41,  8  Foerst.)  tristes    ob- 
scure faciei  sunt. 
40  (Phys.    !>.    49,    5    F. )   est    femina    .      .      .     angustioris 

faciei. 
3S   (Phys.  p.  37,  6  F.)  parvx  faciei. 
Polem:)  35  (Phys.  1,   242.   13  F. )  staturx  erect.e,  pulcras  faciei. 

'Fwo  objections  may  be  raised  to  the  argument  that  this  exclusion 
K>{  faciei  is  .lue  to  its  etvmological  form.  First,  it  may  be  said  that 
the  Genitive  was  not  used  becau>e  no  writer  wished  to  express  that 
particular  iorm  of  this  idea  U,r  which  he  felt  the  Genitive  would  be 
better  adaDted  than  the  Ablative.  Second,  that  the  frequent  and 
exclusive  use  of  the  Ablative  of  Quality  facie  in  the  early  poets  fixed 
its  form  forever,  making  it  felt  a^  a  formula,  not  to  be  altered. 

Both  tl  ese  objections  are  met  by  a  consideration  of  the  usage  of 
forma.  Forma  and  facies  are  very  similar,  not  only  in  meaning,  but  in 
sound  and  appearance.  Alliteration  helped  to  make  the  ideas  more 
closely  connected  in  the  Latin  mind.  -  Forma  et  facie  "  says  Nxvius, 
Trag.  4.  Plautus,  .Miles,  1027  turns  the  same  phrase,  and  Lucretius 
follows,  Dj  Nat.  5,  1263,  and  5.  11 76.  Quite  as  Shakspeare,  with 
the  same  alliteration,  says,  Hamlet,  3.  i,   'Mbrm  and  feature." 
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M.)rcovcT,  Plautus  and  lY-ivncc  use  lurma  ami  lacic  alm()>t  intcr- 
chaiiLTcahly  in  corresponding  phrase.^.  Compare  PI.  Amph.  614 
lurrna  xtate  item,  Qua  np^o  sum  and  Merc.  638,  (^)ua  forma  esse 
aitl.ant?  with  PI.  Asin.  399  Qua  facie  voster  Saurea  est .'  and  the  like. 
Compare  Ter.  Andr.  72,  egrei^-ia  forma,  witfi  'Per.  Phorm.  100  facie 
c-t^e^na;  d'er.  Kun.  132  forma  honesta,  with  d'er.  Kun.  230  Facie 
h'^usta;  d"er.  Andr.  122  forma  Honesta  ac  Hberali,  with  Kun.  473 
hlerali  iacie,  and  with  Kun.   68 2  Ilunesta  lacie  et  Hberali. 

If  it  is  true  tliat  the  idea  oi  facies  is  one  which  does  not  readily 
^u-^:est  it>elt  as  fitted  for  the  geniti\c  f<»rm,  then  forma  al>o  will  not 
a;'{)eJ.r  in  the  -enitivc;  \m\  if  tlie  ear!)'  prevalence  of  the  ablative 
faeie  lias  tixed  its  use.  tiien  the  use  of  forma  uill  be  fixed  likewise, 
pr-\!ded  forma  is  >imilarly  prevalent  in  the  earlv  literature.  Idle 
earl\-  [)reva!ence  ^>i   forma  will  a[)pear  from  the  f  )lIowin<r  record: 


Plaut.      Amph 


316 

6  14 

Kpid.  43 

Men.   PI.     19 

2 


Merc  Arg. 


Mil. 


Pcrs. 


I'acuv 
Per. 


13 

2  !0 

260 

414 

638 

10 
782 

967 
3'^  I 


Lucr. 


Rud. 

Stich. 
Medus  (Ribb. 

Andr.  72 

119 

I  22 

428 

132 

361 

366 

De  Rer.  2,4  14 


Heaut. 
Kun. 


Alia  forma  esse. 

forma.      .      .      (^ua  sum. 

forma  le|)ida  ac   Hberali. 

forma  simili. 

scita  forma  mulierem. 

forma  eximia  mulierem. 

forma  eximia  mulierem. 

forma  eximia  mulierem. 

forma  mala. 

(^ua  forma. 

forma  regia. 

forma  lepida  mulierem. 

lepida  forma. 

lepida  ac  Hberali  forma. 

forma  lepida  ac  Hberali. 

forma  ex  pet  en  da. 

lorma  scitula  atque  xtatula. 

forma  eximia. 

231)  (cited  by  Priscian  L   30,   87), 

Mulier  egregissima  forma. 

egregia  forma. 

Forma  bona. 

forma  Honesta  ac  Hberali. 

forma  bona. 

forma  luculenta. 

forma  hcmesta. 

Kstne,  ut  fertur,  forma.^ 

Summa  forma. 

Simili  forma. 
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5,  82 5   variantibus  formis. 
4,  I,  279  deteriora  forma. 
Cxs.         B.  G.  3,  14,  5   absimili  forma. 

B.  G.  7,  23,  I    hac  fere  forma  sunt. 

lihaec  fere  forma  est  B!|. 
Cic.         Rep.       6,   10  ea  forma: 

N.  D.    I,  90  Ante  igitur  humana  forma, 
quam  homines  ea  qua. 
||eaque|;  erant  1^  di  immortales. 
I,   107   nee  ea  forma  qua  illi  fuerunt. 
Tim.  17  ea  forma. 

Tusc.     5,  61    eximia  forma. 
Verr.    4,   129  eadem     .      .      forma. 
Nepos    ;  ph.         3,   I   imperatv)riaque  forma. 

So  far  the  ablative  exclusively.      Manifestly  the  early  prevalence 
of  forma  is  even  greater  than  that  of  facie;   and  its  use  continues. 


Verg. 
Ovid 


Li^ 


Petron. 
Plin. 


Suet. 


Gell. 


/En. 
Met 


Rem. 
Her. 


N.  PI 


Aug. 
Nero 
Titus 


8,  208   forma  superante. 
3,  607   forma  virginea. 

9,  330   f\)rma  notissima. 
15,   130  forma  j)ra:istantissima. 

475    fV»rma  proxima. 
3,  35   f^)rma  pra^stanti. 

26,  50,   I    eximia  forma. 

27,  19,  8   t'orma  insigni. 
38,   24,   2   t\)rma  eximia. 

lO^    mirabili  forma. 
7,   184   pntcellente  forma. 

10,  51    dilecta  forma. 
19,  65   qua  forma. 
19,  70  qua  fl^rma. 
34,   19  maxima  forma. 

34,  78   eximia  forma. 

35,  17  excellentissima  forma. 
36,    188  forma  terrena. 

79   forma  eximia. 
I   augustiore  forma. 
3   forma  egregia. 
2,   18,  3   forma  Hberali. 
5,  8,  9  pari  forma. 

6  (7),  8,  3   forma  Hberali. 

7  (6),  8,  3   forma  egregia. 

7  (6),  8,  3  exsuperanti  forma. 
14,   I,  5   quaque  forma. 
14,  4,  2   lorma  virginali. 
15,  30,  3   quail  forma. 


■>  > 


Tac. 
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17,    I,  S   quali  forma. 
17,   I,  8   quali  forma  nasccrctur. 
Ann,  2,  3g,   10  forma  haud  dissimili. 


ablativp:   and  gknitive  of  quality. 


23 


(JbsL-rvc.  now,  tliat   with   the  Augustan   puets  a  Genitive   fornije 
t'eunns  to  appear. 

IJor.  Sat.  2,  7,   52   ne  ditior  aut   format   melioris  meiat  eodem 

(perhaps  melioris  here  metri  causa). 
Ovid,  'Frist.  3,  14,  19  sunt  quoque  mutatoe  ter  quinquc  volumina 

format. 

Then  with  Livy  and  the  Silver  writers  the  use  of  the  Genitive  be- 
comes extended;  for  \'alerius,  Seneca,  Gurtius,  Justinus  and  A|)U- 
ii  111.-  lotallv  excludintr  the  Ablative  torma. 


Idv. 


\'al.  Max, 


Sen.   Dial. 
Gun.  Ruf. 

Petrun. 
Stat.  Silv. 
Tac.  Ann, 
Suet. 
Ju.>tin. 

A|)ul. 

Prob.  Val. 


22,  4<'n   5 

36,  43'  ^ 
37'  23,  5 

37'  30,  2 
44,  28,    15 

3'  ^ 
4.  3'   I 

5'   1'  7 

^^  24,  3 
3,  12,  21 

9'   13'   19 

64  7 

3.  4,  26 

4,  3 

Dom.    10 

15'  4,   17 
iS,  4,  3 

Met.  2,    5 

3'   15 
vita  Pers. 


scuta  eiusdem    formce  (followin<;  the  anal- 
ogy of  eiu.-modi). 
minoris  forma:^  naves  erant. 
maioris  format  navium. 
niaxiinx  fornix^  naves, 
viginti  eximi.'i'  eqv(.)s  formx-. 
Ext.  4  excel lentis  formx  puer. 
eximiie  form:e  virginem. 
puer  eximix'  tormx'  liberalis  habitus. 
Ext.    5    tilium    liberalis   fornui'  optimxque 

spei  puerum. 
adulescens  rarissimx  formx. 
reginas  excel  lentis  formx. 
cubilia  amplioris  formx. 
ingentis  formx  canis. . 
puerum  egregix  formx 
iormx-  indecorx-. 
lanceas  novx^  formx. 
leo  ingentis  forma', 
insignis  formx  virgine. 
speciosx  formx  iuvenem. 
scitulx  lormuUc  iuvenem. 
formx  pulchrx. 


We  are  forced  to  the  conclusion  that  the  absence  of  a  (lenitive 
of  (^)ualitv  faciei  is  not  due  to  reasons  which  would  apply  also  to 
forma.  It  mav  be  due  to  one  reas^)n  which  does  not  apply  to  forma; 
that  is,  io  the  etymological  form  of  the  word.  The  truth  of  this 
conclusion  may  be  tested  by  an  examination  of  the   noun  species  in 


li 
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this  construction.  Species  is  closely  related  in  meaning  to  both 
forma  and  fa:ies.  Like  both,  it  is  freely  used  in  the  Ablative  of 
Qualitv  in  early  Latin.  Hut  it  ditlers  in  form  from  forma  and  agrees 
in  form  with  facies,  and  accordingly,  if  our  conclusion  for  facie  is 
true,  specie  also  will  be  used  in  the  Ablative  but  not  in  the  Geni- 
tive of  Quality. 

The  instances  for  specie  follow: 


Plant. 


Gxs. 
Gic. 


.IV. 


Curt.  Ruf., 
Plin. 


Acad. 
Nat.  Deo  I 


De  di\in. 


Bacch.  S3 8  bellan'      videtur      specie 

mulier. 
Pers.  546  specie  liberalist. 

Pam.  1 1  1 3  specie  venusta,  ore  at  que 

oculis  pcrnigris. 
Rud.  4  I  5  specie  lepida  mulierem. 

B.  G.  6.  28.   I  (uri)  sunt  specie  et  colore 

et  figura  tauri. 
Rose.  Am.  63  aliquem    humana  specie 

et  figura. 
Verr.  4.   i29eadem    specie    ac    forma 

signum. 
2.  66  latiore  specie. 
I,   26  xs  pulcherrima  specie. 

1.  48  liominis  (=  humana) 
specie  deos. 

2,  50  is  Tages  puerili  specie. 

2.  63  ''vidimus  immani  specie 

tortuque       draconum 

terribilem  "  (a  quoted 

hexameter). 

Lael.  47  (securitas)     specie    qui- 

dem  blanda. 
I,   II,  8  aureas     armillas    magni 
ponderis .   .   .  gemma- 
tosque    magna    specie 
anulos. 
I,  45.  4  bos       miranda      magni- 
tudine  ac  specie. 
I.   7.  4  boves  mira  specie. 
10,  39,   1 1  vana  specie. 
21,  22,  6  iuvenem  divina  specie. 
40.  29  libros  .   .    .    recentissima 

specie. 
6.   523  specie  singulari  spado. 
N.  H.,  2,  90  specieque     humana    del 

Ijhumanae  faciei  Detlef- 
senil. 
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2,  91  Tvphon  ignca  specie. 
2,  93  Tibianim  specie. 
2,  90  hirti  villorum  specie. 
9.    144  specie  vermiculoruiii. 
10,  8  viilturina  specie. 
10,    114  hirundinum  specie. 

10,  135  turdorum  specie. 

11,  75  Sal  is  specie. 

12,  39  Alba^  violas  specie. 
13,   114  specie  farris. 

21,  41  versicolori  specie. 

24,  178  hederacia  specie. 
25,  26  specie  ilia  Homcrica. 
25,   78  specie  thyrsi. 

25,  167  trixaginis  specie. 
27»   139  peltarum  specie. 

30,  2  specie  salutari. 

33,  144  Delicia  specie. 

34,  11^  vermiculorum  specie. 

36,  20  velata  specie. 

37,  54  blandissima  specie. 
37,   144  crystallina  specie. 
37,   149  vitrea  specie. 
37,   176  globosa  specie. 

^^^>t.  2,  50,  8  invisitata  specie. 

4,  3,  8  ea  prima  specie  forma. 
4,  83,  5  rnaiore     quam      humana 
specie. 
13  lacus     inmenso     ambitu 
specie  maris. 

11,  iS  turres  .    .    .    mira  specie. 
25.   5  classis  egregia  specie. 

30  specie  canitieque  pulchra. 

13,  30  (29)  6  (Quotes  Plant.   Pa-n.   11 13 
specie  venusta. 

14,  2,   12,  specie  tenui  parvaque. 
4,  S3  gratissima  specie. 

II.   241  multiformi  specie. 
II,   244  catamiti  [)astoris  specie. 
T/:ke  facie,  specie  has  only  the  ablative  until  as  late  as  Palladius, 
wh*)  iurni.>hes  at  last  a  single  genitive. 

Pall.  3.  9,  3  pulchrx  speciei,  grani   callosi  et  siccioris  .    .    .    et 
cutis  tenerioris. 

This  comes  t()(^  late  to  hinder  the  conclusion  that  good  stvlists 
a\  uuied  faciei  and  speciei  because  of  their  form. 


Pac. 


5,  ^ 


Suet. 
Gel!. 


Apul. 


Agric. 
Claud. 


Jj 


I 
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Met. 


f 
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Other  rouns  of  the  filth  <'kciLn.-ion  aid   little  in  illustrating  this 
influence  of  etymological  firm. 

Efjigics  and  canilirs  atv  Imo  rare,  though  always  in  the  ablative. 
Plin.  "S.   PL,  9,   54.  -curpi  -Ills  cffigie  aranei  magnitudinis. 
l\ic.   Plist.,   2,   3,    II,  Sill, uiacriiin  (k\i'  non  efiigie  humana. 
Suet.  Claud.,  30.  ^})eci(•   uiriiiieque  pulchra. 
7?6V  is  exceptional,  -iiue  it    ap|)ears   only  in    the  Genitive  in   the 
|)lirascs  nullius  rci,  nulli  rii,  lum  bon:i'  rei,  which  are  of  very  ancient 
use,  and  are  ascribed   l^y  1x11   to   a   locative   origin.      Plant.  Stich., 
720;   Cato.  orig.,  frg.    141:   GCl.  XIV.   2,  6;   IX,  2,  6. 

In  the  case   of  s/ws  ■.iml  fulcs   there   is  a   special  reason  why  the 
objection  t^:*  the  genitive  form  in  -ei  did  not  preclude  its  use.      Take 
first  spcs.      The  early  writers  and  Cicero  used  only  the  Ablative. 
Plant.  Rud.       275    (jux  in  lucis  nesciis  nescia  si)e  sumus. 
Cic.    Att.    6,    I,   23    l)e  P.gnatii  Sidicine  nomine  nee  nulla  nee 
magna  .-pe  s inn  us. 
Fam.     I,  7,   II    e\inii:i    spe  summa  virtute  adulescentem 

|jsumni:e  \iruiiis  (i.  R.   M'|| 
Fam.   12,   28,  3  l\go  >um  si)e  bona. 

I'e  Fin.    5,   52   hoiiiiiu-,-  intima    fortuna    nulla   spe   rerum 
gerendarum. 
Sometimes  later  writers  also  use  the  Ablative: 

Liv.  7,  7,  7  primo  stetii  amlnguo  spe  pugna. 

7    27,  7  et  ne  in  muris  quidem  satis  tirma  sj^e    .     .     .     sese 

dedidere 
2^,  37,  3  suspen.-a  (.mnia   utrisque  erant  integra  spe,  in- 
tegro  nietu. 
Tac.  .-'vnn,   i,  31,   2  legi(>iKS  .    .    .    m-.gna  spe  fore  ut. 
I  ^),  3,   I  luxuria  iiiana  >pe 
Plist.   I,   12,   10  iiiulti  .-lulta  spe. 
Gell.    ;3,  5,   i  spe  \itx'  teiuii  fuit. 

Now  observe  that  n  gularl\-  tiu  s|)es  expressed  with  this  ablative 

is  the  hope  which  the  -ubject  feels  :   not  the  hope  which  the  subject 

awakens,      llie  second   o\   tl)e^e  meanings  (which  Harper's  Diction- 

arv  wrongp-  confines  t**  tlie   |)(>ets  and  post  Augustan  prose  writers), 

is  objectively  distinct  from  tiie  lir.-t,  and  it  is  in  recognition   of  this 

distinction  that  Caesar  began  to  express  the  second  meaning  with  the 

Genitive  oi  Quality: 

Cajs.  11  G.  7,  63,  9  inviti  sumime  spei  adulescentes  P^poredorix 
et  Viridomaru-  Vercingetori  parent.  (These  are  not 
youths  who  felt  very  great  hope:  but  youths  of  very 
great  promise. ) 
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II  C.  3,    16,  3   ne   res  maxiniLV  spei   niaxini.V(|UL'  utilitatis 
iius  iracundia  impedirentur. 
Hirtiu>      H.    (i.    b:,    8,    2   Singularis     eniin     virtutis     wterrinias 
lcp:i()ncs  VI I,  VIII,  IX,  habcbat,  summx-  spci   dclcc- 
taque  juventutis   XI. 

.Matius  uTiting  io  C'ic.  44  B.  C.  i)crcL-ivcs  the-  same  distinction. 
Cic,   Fam.    11.   2^^,  6   ct  optimce  spci  aduk'scenti. 
Cfcour-e,  the  >ilvLT  writers  iL»e  the  genitive  form  : 

\  al.   Max  9.   3,  LXt.   5  liheralis  formie.  « )ptini.e(}UL'  spei  pueruni. 
Sen.  Cent.    I.   6,    i    hc»nx'  spei  uxor,  bon:e  s{)ei  niirus 
I,   6,  exc.   6    Bon:e  spei  uxor,  hon:e  spei  nurus. 
Sen.   Dial.  4.   24,  3   adulescens  raris>iinx'   forma-  in  tarn   magna 
feminarum  turha  vir<>s  e* 'rrumpcntium  nullius  se  s])ei 
pr;i  luiit. 

And  thu>  W(j  come  to 

Petron.    117  iuvinein  ingentis  e]o(}uenti:v  et  spei. 
and  i'lin,  X.   II.    \S.   2vS3   nee  patitur ratio  natur.c  (piiccpiam  in  satis 

ante  (hem  S[)ei  esse  cert.e  . 
31,   4^   j)romittit      .      .      .      optimas  speique  certissim.e. 

'1  bus  the  AbLative  expresses  the  bteral  idea  of  the  quaHtv, 
^^bile  lor  the  derived  idea  the  genitive  seenT>  needed;  and  because 
oi  this  need  the  furmal  objection  to  a  tilth  declension  genitive  lias 
b(  (11   t  •WTlooked. 

Fi^fcs  >ho\vs  a  similar  distinction  in  meanings.  bVi^m  the  literal 
IkK-,  '-tru^t,"  which  the  subject  feels,  there  is  derived  a  fides, 
"tru.>tw(.rthine.-s,  "which  the  subject  ins{)ires,  and  if  fides  follows  the 
analogy  of  spes  we  -hall  expect  to  find  a  genitive  fidei  appearing, 
after  ("icero.  to  ex{)ress  this  derived  idea  oi  trustworthiness.  I'his 
expectation  is  met  l>)-  the  instances. 

Idle  early  writCTs  and  Cdcero  used  the  Ablative,  and  the  Ablative 
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riaut.  Aul.   213  (^)uid  fide  .'      K.-Bona. 

Bacc.   542  Lingua  factiosi,    .    .    .    sublesta  fide. 
Ter.  Adel.    161  ut  usquam  fuit  fide  quisquam  optuma. 

442  (civium)  antiqua  virtute  ac  tide. 
Cic.  Fam.   i,  7,  2  ;   singular!  fide. 

And  likewise  Fam.  13,   21,  2  ;    15,  4,  5  ;   Sull.  58;  de  Rep. 
3'  27. 

Fam.   I,   7,  2  qua  fide;   and   likewise  Fam.  3,  9,   i;   Flacc. 
89;   Cdu.  47. 

Sest.  20  incredibili  fide  ;  and  so  Mil.  91. 
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Sull.  42  Summa  fide;   and  so  de  Rep.  3,   27. 

\  err.   2,   2,   2.  ea  fide. 

font.  31  quali  fide. 

tont.   23  quanta  tide. 

Fam.   I,   5,  4  h^lc  mai*jre. 

fam.   14,   II  i>ta  fide. 
Nep.    [ph.  3,  2   bo'nus  veru  civis  fideque  magna. 

I-um.    I,   5  fide  cognita. 
With  Livv  came  in  the  Genitive. 
Liv.   2,  21,  3  quia  collega  dubia^  fidei  fuerit. 

44,  35,   10  notx^  et  fidei  lam  sibi  et  prudentix^  homines. 
Val.  ?.Iax.  3,  8,  Fxt.  4  eflicacis  operas  forensis,  fidei  non  latentis 

Athenis  Fphialtes. 
Sen.  Cont.   i  PrLcf.  3  memoria    .    .    .     solebat  bonae  fidei  esse. 
Tac.  Ann,   i,   41,  6     Ireveros   externa    fidei    ||exteriiam    fidem 
Nipp.  II 

Hist.  3,  5,    12  incorrupt^  erga  Vitellium  fidei. 
Justin.  (Trogus)  4,  2,   5  spectatx  fidei  servo. 

i:,  3,   I  melioris  fidei  ad  versus  socios. 

b,   5,  4  pactio  eius  fidei  luit  cuius  ante  fuerat. 

c,,  8,   19  solleriix  pater  maioris,  hie  fidei. 

II,   I,  6  fidei  dubix  et  mentis  infida^. 
(iell.    I,   7,   I  libro  spectatx  fidei. 

13,  31  (30),  f»  librum  veterem  fidei  spectata3. 

14,  2,  5  virum     .      .      expertx  fidei. 

18,  5,   1 1  ut  non  turbid;e  fidei   nee  ambiguae,  sed  ut  purx 

liquentisque  esset. 
iS,  9,  6  lllic  igitur  a  tatis  et  fidei  magnx  libro  credo. 
Justin.  Inst.  4,    i,  15  bon.e  fidei  emptori. 

When  ,ve  find  only  two  in>tances  of  the  Ablative  fide=:  "trust- 
worthiness "  after  Cicero,  we  may  regard  them  as  due  to  early  in- 
fluence, as  obviously  is  the  ca.-e  with  the  second  example. 

Tac.   .Ann.   12,  41  etiam  libertorum  si  quis  incorrupta  fide,  de- 

pellitur. 
Ciell.    12,    4,    I    Descriptuni   delinitumque  est  l  Quinto  F^nnio 

qua  fide  ami  cum  esse. 

A  third  instance  of  the  influence  of  F^tymological  form  appears 
in  the  use  of  the  adjective /^/r.  paris. 

For  some  reason  only  the  Ablative  of  this  adjective  appears  ; 
unless  we  iccept  with  II.  Peter  (S.  H.  A.  Lpz.,  1884),  the  emenda- 
tion of  Salmasius  and  read,  Capitol.  Ver.  i  in  simili  ac  paris  maies- 
tatis  imperio,  wdiere  the  older  editors  following  the  codex  Palatinus 
and  the  Bambergensis  read   pari.      This  single  exception,  occurring 


-^  ABLATIVE    AM)    CKNITIVF    OF    QL'ALITV. 

So  late,  would  be,  if  admitted,  of  slii^ht  importance  to  our  considera- 
ti'-n  :  lor  the  avoidance  of  the  genitive  pans  by  good  stvlists  would 
>till  remain  clear  from  a  citation  of  the  instances. 


Plaut.  Bacc. 

Cic        Fam. 

Clu. 

Sull. 
Phil. 


C':es 

Xep 


Tusc. 
de  Orat. 

de  Rep. 


B.  (]. 
B.  C. 
Lvs. 
Dat. 

Ilann. 

Att. 


Catull. 

Pr-.p. 

Liv. 


Tm 


lll.L 


Ann. 


iio8j)ari   fortuna,    a}tate    ut    sumus     (sc. 
pari),  utimur. 
15,  4,   10  pari  scelere  et  audacia. 

107  Heius,  pari   integritate  et  prudentia. 
197  Marucini  pari  dignitate. 
36  eos  pari  calami tate  esse. 
3,   25  civis  egregius,  parique  innocentia  M. 
Vehilius. 
7,  6  non    (}uin    pari   virtute  et    voluntate 
alii  fuerint. 
II,   19  cum  pan  dignitate  simus. 
2,  37  pari  animo  inexercitatum  militem. 
I,  95  si  c}uis  pari  fuerit  ingenio. 
71  pari  gloria  del)ent  esse. 
6  ((iell.    I,  6,    16)  cum   causa  pari   col- 
legLV  essent  non  modo  invidia  pari 
non  erant. 
7,  39  Viridomarus.  pari  :vtate  et  gratia. 
I,   25  alias  {)ari  magnitudine  rates. 

4,  2  alterum  librum  pari  magnitudine. 

2.  I  pari  se  virtute  pr.ibuit. 

3,  5  pari  imperio  esse. 

7,   5  pari  diligentia  se  priebuit. 

5,  3  pari  ac  dictatorem  imperio. 
19,   2  p.rincipes  dignitate  pari. 

28,    II  pari  fuistis  casu. 
3,  9,  38  (4.  8,  ^S)  pn.elia  clade  pari. 
3,   51,   9  pari  pote-tate. 

3.   70,    I  cum  consules  essent  pari  potestate. 
2^.   2(\   II  velocitate  pari.robore  animi  pnestanti. 
26,  49,    13  nobilitate  pari. 
37,  40,   8  pari  numero  C'retenses. 

1,  15  trater  pari  nobilitate. 

2,  64  pari  probitate  mater. 

3,  49  pari  innocentia  agebat. 

1,  13  promptum,    artibus    egregiis   et    pari 

fam  a. 

2,  60  qui  pari  virtute  fuerint. 
6,   20  pari  habitu. 

13,  8  efligiem  pari  magnitudine. 
15,   '^2  spectacula  pari  niagnificentia. 
15,   56  ScDevinus  pari  inbecillitate. 


*  > 
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Suet. 
Gell. 


Jal. 


8  in  fans  nomine  parL 
5,  8,  cj  (tuba  et  iituus  )  pari  forma. 
17.  9,   7  sureuli   })ari  crassamento  eiusdemque 


longitudinis. 


Observe  that  in  the  last  example  Gellius  would  have  been  kept 
from  a  symmetrical  use  ■o'i  two  Ck-nitives  of  Quality,  had  he  desired 
such  symmetry,  by  the  lack  of  a  genitive  paris. 

If  we  add  here  the  instances  o[i//spar\\e  shall  have  still  a  clear 
record  of  orlv  the  Ablative. 

Liv.  11^  3,   10  Gortynii  haut  dispari  armatu. 
Tac.  Hist.  4,  68  dispari  animo. 

Ann.  6  (5),   10  luvenis  haut  dispari  a.'tate. 

The  genitive /^/7>  is  very  frequent  in  the  Arithmetic  of  Boetius, 
for  instance,  i,  5  paris  numeri  delinitio,  but  this  is  in  the  6th  cen- 
turv,  so  late  that  lor  our  construelion  it  can  have  no  significance. 

When  w.^  come  to  in(|uire  liie  reason  for  this  exclusive  use  of  pari 
we  hit  at  once  upon  tlie  suggestion  that  it  may  be  due,  as  in  the  case 
of  facie  and  specie,  to  a  peculiarity  of  etymological  form.  The 
genitive  form  paris,  not  to  mention  its  orthographical  identity  with 
the  name  o  "  the  hero  Paris  and  the  second  person  singular  indica- 
tive of  pario,  coincides  in  form  with  the  feminine  noin.  sing,  paris 
and  the  ace   plural  paris  (ci.  Xeue)  and  lor  this  reason  it  may  have 

been  avoided. 

A  different   reason   is    implied  in  Lane's  remark  (Gram.,  §  1240) 
''  A  sul)stantive  expressing   quality  with  x^quus,  par,  similis,  or  dis- 
similis  in  agreement,  is  })ut,  not  in  riie  genitive,  but  in  the  ablative, 
by  Cicero,  Cx\^ar,  Nepos  and  Livy." 

These  adjectives  have  at  bottom  a  common  idea,  and  our  in- 
ference is  tl  at  on  account  o{  this  idea  they  are  not  adapted  for  use 
in  the  Genitive  of  Quality  and  hence  do  not  appear.  Such  a  view  is 
notof  Itself  unreasonable  and  is  supported  by  the  circumstance  that, 
not  onlvin  the  authors  named,  but  in  all  the  literature,  so  far  as  the 
present  collection  of  instances  covers,  no  example  of  any  of  those 
adjectives  in  the  Genitive  has  been  found  ;  excepting  only  similis, 
which  occm-s  in  Palladius.  On  the  other  hand,  the  force  of  this  in- 
ference is  weakened  by  the  fact  that  all  the  adjecrives  named  are  of 
the  same  te'inination  in  the  Genitive  except  a^quus,  whose  occurrence 
is  in  good  Latin  exceedingly  rare,  Plaut.  having  three  times  aequo 
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amino  adcstc  ;  Cicero,  luquo  anirnct  once.  /luiuus  is  frec}uent  in 
t  LLksiastical  Latin  l)ono  animo,  and  occurs  twice  in  Pseudo  Polemo 
F' 'er,-t.  154  anil  155  xqua  [mediaj  magnitudine,  hut  this  does  not 
atiect  i>ur  argument.  Perhaps  we  shoukl  have  drawn  a  different 
inference  from  Lane's  remark  ahout  ivquus,  par,  simihs,  if  he  had 
added,  wiiat  seems  to  he  equally  true,  that  other  adjectives  not  put 
m  the  (denitive  ol"  (^/uality  are  muliehris,  incredibilis,  horribilis, 
terribilis,  trucis,  fidelis,  comis,  lenis,  incolumis,  qualis  and  some 
others  in  -is.  Surelv  with  this  list  before  us  the  su2:":estion  aroused 
by  the  case  of  par  will  return  with  renewed  force.  All  these  adjec- 
ti'vc-  in  -is,  -is.  -e  ha\j  a  comnn^n  form  for  gen.  sing.,  ace.  })1.,  fern. 
ii.'in.  sing,  and  ma-c.  iiom.  >ing.  a>  well,  and  if  the  genitive  paris 
i.as  been  av'oided  thr*iugh  the  uncertaintv  of  its  form,  then  every 
gviiitive  of  an  adjective  in  -i>  will  be  avoided,  and  none  will  appear 
exc  rpt  Un  a  .-[)ecial  reason. 

1  he  great  number  oi  such  adjectives  in  use  gives  an  opp^rtunitv 
t''  te.-t  on  a  large  scab   the  truth  of  >  air  supposition. 

It  is  >igiiiiicant,  therefore,   when  in  (Vesar  and  Cicero  over  against 
riore    than     ijOexampK-s    of   adjectives    in  -is    in   the    Ablative    of 
(Jiiabt;.,  i>u\y  i\w  appear  m  the  ( leniti\'e  and  each  for  a  special  reason. 
Nor  1-  tins  .-iL^iiifitance  removed  by  the  fact  that  the  Ablatives  are  in 
general  h  >uy  tinu-  a.-  frequent  as  tiie  (ieiiitivo  in  Cesar  and  Ciceri). 

With  the  writer.-  of  Silver  Latin  the  general  proportion  of  Abla- 
ii'.e>  an  i  (lenitives  changed,  some  writers  having  as  manv  as  13 
C  'iiti\e-  to  one  Ablative.  \'et  out  ol'  all  the  620  Cenitives  of 
qhialit\  in  >ilver  [.atm.  only  19  liave  adjc-ctives  in  -is.  Since  of  the 
Ablati\'e>  o!  (^)ualit\  one  out  of  c\er\-  tive  has  ii^  adjective  in  -is.  it  is 
inanite-t  that  for  -ome  rea-on  the  (ienitives  in  -is  have  failed  to  ap- 
[.".  ,ir  in  their  due  prop(jrtion. 

it  remains  to  slierw  the  exceptional  character  of  those  Genitives 
:n  -:-  which  (U)  a[)pear.  Fir>t,  we  may  take  the  adjective  singularis, 
V".  Inch  occur>  in  the  Ablative  no  less  than  24  times  in  Cicero  alone; 
tor  the  orations  and  philosophical  works -ee  Merguet;  the  instances 
:r'  >u\  the  letters  are: 


Lam. 


5'  5' 

h,    7. 
10, 

13'  21. 


2  L,   Racilium  et  fide  et  aniino  singulari. 
2  animus  quam  ^ingulari  ofiicio  fuerit 

1  singulari  sum  iato 

29  sunt  singulari  in  te  benevolentia 

2  est  in  patronum  suum  officio  et  fide  singulari 


■if^ 


% 


*  . 


I 
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T5,  4,  5  vir  cum  benevolentia  ct  fide  erga  populum 
Romanum  singulari  turn  prx^sentia,  magni- 
tudine  et  animi  et  consilii 

In  spite  of  the  frecpiency  of  this  adjective  Cicero  used  singularis 

in  the  Genitive  but   once   (in  a  passage  which  Merguet  overlooks); 

Pro  Sulla  34  maximi  animi  summi  consilii  singularis  constantia-, 

and  there  mmifestly  to  accord  with    the  other  Genitives  animi   and 

consilii,  wdiich  Cicero  was  accustomed  to  use  together,  thus: 

]\Iuren.  34  fortissimi  animi  summi  consilii 

Fam.      3,  10,   7  ]\Iagni  animi  non  minimi  consilii 

Fam.    lO,  19,   I  fortissimi  animi  summique  consilii 

Font.  41        summi  consilii  et  maximi  animi 

Cxsar  uses  no  instance  of  the  Genitive  of  Quality,,  but  Ilirtiusin 
the  Sth  book  Bell.  Gall,  uses  it  twice, 

B.  G.      8,  8,  2  singularis  enim  virtutisvetcrrimas  legiones  .    .    . 

habel)at. 
S,   28,  2  QuintusAtius  Varus,  prxfectus  equitum,  singu- 
laris et  animi  et  prudentiiv  vir. 

In  the  first  of  these  instances  the    contradiction    of  Cx-sar's  own 
usage  (cf  Bdl.  Civ,  ^,S'J^  ^'^'^^^^  >ingulari  virtute  homines,  and  Bell. 
Civ.  3,  91  C-astinus,  vir  singulari  virtutc)  is  perhaps  due  to  the  feel- 
ing that  with  the  verb  habebat  the  ablative  would  be  felt  to  limit  that 
verb  as  an  Ablative  of  Manner,  which  the  author  did  not  intend. 

In  the  second  instance,  the  dilTerence  in  meaning  between  the 
Genitive  animi  and  the  Ablative  animo,  which  was  so  strongly  marked 
in  the  writers  preceding  Ilirtius,  may  have  influenced  the  choice  of 
this  genitive  form  of  expression.  With  animi  determined,  the  use 
of  singularis  is  not  so  strange  for  a  writer  who  had  already  used  it 
once,  and  \vdio  seems  not  to  have  felt  the  objection  to  its  use  so 
clcarlv  as  did  his  contemporaries. 

A  simila-  adjective  is  insignis.  The  usage  of  classical  and  Silver 
Latin  was  limited  to  the  Ablative  o\  Quality. 


Cic. 
Li  v. 
Tac. 


.•\tt.      I,   12,  3  rem  esse  insigni  infamia. 

29,   19,  8  puerum  forma  insigni. 
Hist.         4,   15  Brinno,  claritate  natalium  insigni. 
Ann.        I,  41  ipsa    insigni     iecunditate,    pra^clara    pu- 

dicitia. 
2,  73  utrumquc  corpore  decoro,  genere  insigni. 


32 


ABLATIVE    .VXD    GEXITIVK    OF    QUALITV 


ABLATIVE    AND    GENITIVE    OE    QUALITY. 


33 


^,  31  Sinnaces,  inslp;m  familia  ac  prriiulc  opihus. 

11,  3^  L>;  nioJc'>ta   imenta.    corp^re   insigni. 

12,  56  ij)sc  insio:ni  paliulaiDcnto. 

TIk;  .vnit.v.  wa.  iiuroduccJ  hy  Iu<nnu>.  a  circumstance  which 
:"^  '"""  -^■^•^'-'!<-l  ^>y  J.  i>en.^ch,  ,n  hi.  t.vati>c.  ••  IV  caMium  oh- 
iWu-rum  apu.l  Ju^nnuin,  ic.  •  (Vi.nna.  i^s,,  .>nc  ..ai,>n  ul"  which 
'!'•  3^'  tM  he  has  devoted  to  the  ( lenitive  u]  Qiiahty  without  observ- 
Hi-T  an\-  in.-taiiLe  wf  insi-nis. 

J'-^-^^^"-  -'   7-     4  Soh.n,  vir  iustiti:e  in-i^L,Miis 

i^.  4.     3  insiirnis  f.  >rnTe  virgine. 
-4.   8.      5  luvenem  insii^niis  pulchritudini>. 
41.   5.    10  in.siirnis  \irtutis  vin>. 

^"  ^^'"  ^''"^''  ^^■^^>-  ^"'»'^-  So  adjectives  mi^ht  he  nientionc^d  .ach 
appeann::  with  greater  or  le^.  Irequencv  m  the  Ahhuive  of  Ouahtv 
'nt  occurring  HI  the  (ienitive  of  Ouahtv  rarelv  or  nnlv  for  ^p.ehil 
can.^e.  I.ar-e  as  is  the  number  of  instances  collected  Mr  thi.  inve^ti- 
i^ui-.n,  It  IS  not  ..fsuthcient  completeness  to  warrant  the  statement 
t^^:u  any  ^iven    Oenitive   never  occur.      We   must    be  content  with 

"T'''''^  '^'''    ""'   ^"'^^    ^^-^'^^^-^  ^^^^^  ^"^"^    to  h^ht  in  the  course   of 

tile  investi,i;ation. 

,      ]'''''  '''  ''''  ^^>'  -^'  incredibihs   onlv  that  its  Genitive  is  not  at 
hand,  wherea-  the  Ablative  is  frequent: 

For  instance,  of  a  dozen  examples  in  Cicero  take 

^,"--  P''^^'     3<     3-  adulescens  incredibili  virtute- 

in.m    lAsar;    H.  (h    i,   3,^  (j,,i    ,^,^^^^^^   ma-nitudine    corporum 

germanos  incredil)ili   virtute 
esse  {)ra-dica!)ant. 
2,  99   Iiberius,    ducum    maximus   mira  et 
incredibili    atque  incnarrabili   nic- 
tate. ^ 

,:]   ''-'   'f  "'^'''  ^"^^  adjectives   has  ],een  given   at  page   30,  to 
-Inch   mav  be   added,  dinicilis.    dulcis.  IVrialis,   grandis,   Ihlan  •     in- 
'"''';'""    incnarrabihs.    mnumerabihs,    mirabdis,    m..rtalis,    nnlnli. 
^^'";'''"'  Pa.torahs,   pedahs,  perennis,  pinguis  probabalis,    puenlis' 
"f  ^^-/^■"^--  ^tabih.  tabs,  tolerabih.  triumphalis,  virgmahs,  .emi- 
cut'itaiis,  (juincuncialis,  etc. 

-M.di.  ,cn>  occurs  „ncc  in  the  Genifv.  and  thai  a>  earlv  as  Ocero 
i>-   <'rat.   I,  257  ct.Ila  orationis  sure   cum   scripti.  alienis  compa- 

"'.•"  •   •   •   ■    """  "'"''"^'"'-^  <-0''teniu>nis  est  vcl  ad  nicmuriam  vd  ad 
nnitanduni. 


■".■Ill  Wll. 


I 
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If  we  trv  to  substitute  here   the  Ablative,  we   shall  observe  how 
wide  the  Ablative  would  have  come    from  expressing  the  intended 

idea. 

The  use  of  the  Ablative  is  shv.wn  in 


Cic.    Bru-;.    237 
Cais.  B.  ( 


Murena  mediocri  ingenio,    sed  magno  stu- 
dio rerum  veterum. 
^.e^  -L>    V  .  3,  36,   I  mediocri  latitudine  fossam. 
Tac*  Amu'  4,'  n,       quis  mediocri  prudentia  nedum  tantis  rebus 

exercitus. 

The  eager  disposition  of  the  Silver  writers  to  forsake  the  Ablative 
of  Oualitv'ar.demplov  the  (lenitive  has  sometimes  overcome  the 
tenciencv'to  avoid  the  (ienitive^  in  -i>,  as  is  illustrated  in  the  case  oi 
immanis,  wh.se  use  by  X'elleiu^  i.  12,  4  immanis  magnitudinis 
hostem,  stan<ls  in  contrast  with  tlie  earlier  examples. 

l^xiCT.  5^  33  inimani  corpore  Serpens. 

Verg.  /Ihi.    3,  427  immani  C' >rpore  pistrix. 
5,   372  Buten,  immani  corpore. 
Clvs.  ?>.  G.   '"   4,   1  immani     corporum     magnitudine    homines 
(j[q    Toj)  44  immani  acerbaque  natura. 

de  Div.   2,  63  vidimus  immani  specie  tortuque  draconem. 

For  another  illustration  of  this  same  inclination  we  may  take 
liberalis,  which  appears  always  in  the  Ablative  m  Plautus  and 
Terence. 
PI. 


Ei).d. 

Mil. 

Peisa 


Ter.  Andr. 
Eun. 

Hec. 


43  forma  lepiihi  ac  liberali  captivam. 
967  lepida  ac  liberali  formast. 
130  forma  lepida  ac  liberali  est. 
546  s})ecie     .      .      .      liberalist. 
123  erat  forma     .      .      .      liberali. 
473  Quam  liberali  facie. 
682  Honesta  facie  et  liberaU. 
164  liberali  esse  ingenio. 


but  with  Valerius  :\Iaximus  comes  the  Genitive. 

V:l    :\Iax.   5,   I.  7  puer  eximia3  formx  et   liberalis  habitus. 
'  '  9,  2/ Ext.   15   liberalis  forma?,    optima  spei   puerum. 

A  didercnt  influence  which  has  operated  to  overcome  this  disin- 
clination to  use  Genitives  m  -is  is  to  be  seen  in  the  case  of  the  adjec- 
tive fortis,  which  ap])cars  regularly  m  the  Ablative;  for  instance, 
Cic.  Sest.  i;  Brut.  330:  Fm.  3^  ^9'  Verg.  4,  n.  When  we  find  m 
Gell  II,  13,  10  in  tam  fortis  facundue  viro,  it  requires  but  a 
glance  to'  sce'that  here  an  ablative  forti   facundia  would  have  been 


. 
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(:<  •iitusinLT  to  the  C' >n>trLKtion  after  the  prepr)>iti(tn  in.  io  a\oul 
Uii-  c  >iifLi<i\.n  the  anther  niight  have  had  rec  Kirse  either  to  an  a^ljec- 
tive.  sLieh  as  lacundioso,  or  to  the  (lenitive  cjt'ljualirw  and  ;he  hitter 
he  did  empkjy.      Tenuis  is  perhaps  a  (lenitive  of  (^)uaHtv  in. 

(jeU.  2,  6,   2  vexasse  putant  verbum  esse  leve  et  tenuis  ac  parvi 

incommodi. 

but  elsewhere  it  appears  only  in  the  Ablative: 

Ter.   Phorm.     pi.  5  fabulas  tenui  esse  orati^.Mie  et  seriptura  levi. 
Cic.  Cato  Maj.      35  quam  tenui  valetudine  Africani  filius! 
Sen.  Contr.    i,    i,   8  summissa  et  tenui  voce. 
idin.  N.    11.   25,  f)8  centauriuin  nunutis  toliis.  radiee  tenui. 
2y,    124  caule  sinipliei  et  tenui. 
27,  76  radice  tenui,  ni^ra. 

(hie  nK)re  adjective  may  be  mentioned;   tristis. 
The  Aldative  is  witnessed  by 

Plant.  Asin.  401,  tristi  fronte. 

("ic.  Quinct  59    natura  tri>ti  ae  recuudita  fuit. 

Sen.  C.<nt.    2,  4,   3    tristi  vultu. 

i'ae.  Ann.      14.    16    tristi  vultu. 

1  lie  (ienitive,  on  the  other  hand,  is  found  >>nly  in  Sc-neea  Rlietor, 
t\v:L.    m  Muller's  text,   in  the  same  >ection. 

Sen.       Cont.     r.   3,   3     '•  Krat  "  inquit  "  pra^-ruptus  h.cus  et   im- 

menScV  altitudinis  tri>tis  aspeetus. " 

And      again      i,   3,   3     [et  immensie  altitudinis   tristis   aspeetus] 

electus  is  potissimum  h;cus  ut  damnati 
sxq)ius  deieiantur. 

In  the  first  of  these  passages  the  MSS.  do  not  have  the  words 
tr:.^tis  aspeetus,   uhieh  the  editor  inserts,  following  the  conjecture  of 

K'  'iiitzer. 

In  the  second  passage,  however,  where  tlie  AL^S.  do  have  the 
phrase  "et  .  .  .  aspeetus, "'  Konitzer  regards  the  whole  phrase 
a^  an  interpolation  and  it  i<  bracketed  aecordinglx.  So  then  we 
na\e  authority  f  )r  but  one  tristis,  and  that  either  in  a  (iue>lionabie 
[Kis.^age,  tolh.wmg  the  MSS.  reading,  or  in  a  conjectured  r-ading, 
i-  '11'  >wing  the  editor's. 

Put  >ince  this  is  the  onl\- instance  of  the  (ienitive  trn-tis  at  hand 
from  any  author:  since,  moreover.  Seneca  elsewhere  uses  the  Abla- 
tive tristi.    and,  hnally,  since  out  oi    the    88  examples   of  the   Geni- 
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tivo  of  ()ua;itv  used  bv  Seneca  tliis  doubtful  or  conjectural  tiistis  is 
the  onl}-  one  containing  an  adjective  in  -is,  it  would  seem  as  if 
Konitzer  might  have  done  better  if  after  striking  out  the  doubtful 
tristis  ar-pectus  he  had  not  in.-eried  it  in  the  other  place. 

In  ;he  fifth  place  anu»nL^  the  influences  upon  usage  which  arise 
from  etvm  )logical  f  -rm  we  may  consider  the  avoidance  of  the 
rhvnies-oruin,-orum;-ariim,-arum.  It  is  already  well  known  that 
this  inlluence  has  operated  in  <ome  other  constructions,  for  in- 
stance, in  Idvv,  in  determining  the  clioice  between  the  gerund  and 
i^erundive  constructions;  thu<.  com])are  consilium  oppuquandi  Syra- 
cusas  with  consilium  oppugnandarum  Syracusarum:  but  that  it 
has  (-peratcd  to  restrict  tlie  u.-^e  '^A'  the  Genitive  of  r)uality  has  been 
overlookedi  hitherto. 

In  ear!}-  Latin  the  u>e  of  the  Genitive  of  Quality,  whether  form- 
iuL-:  a  rhyn-e  or  not,  is  so  rare  that  we  have  no  ground  for  attrib- 
uting the  I  -e  ^n  the  Ablative  .-ummis  ditiis  in  Plant.  Capt.  170  and 
p(en.  60  to  an  inclination  to  avoidi  the  rhyme  of  summarum  diti- 
arum:  nor  should  we  so  atiribute  Pseud.  121S  crassis  suris  or 
Pseud.  8>2  aquilinisu^iguli^.  l>iit  in  the  classical  and  Silver  writers 
tlie  genitiv.'  plural  is  al-o  so  rare  that  Kuhner,  Pat.  Gram..  §  S6,  4. 
can  a)mm -ntto  Cic  bam.  4.  ?•  i-  and  Rose.  Am.  6,  17  "  sonst  aber 
vermeidet  die  Lateini:^ehe  SpraGie  von  korperlichen  oder  geistigen 
Ki-enscha"ten  den  (km.  des  Plurals."  If  the  Genitive  plurals  are 
truly  so  rr.re  whether  rliymin-  or  not,  then  we  should  be  left  wdth 
no  other  inference  than,  that  the  writers  avoided  the  Clenitive  plural; 
l^ut  we  hive  to  cite  a  consKleral^le  number  of  instances  of  the 
(lenitive  of  Quality  in  the  plural  where  the  endings  form  no  rhyme. 
Thus  : 


Plaut. 
Cic. 


Sail. 
Liv. 


Aul.  325  trium  litterarum  homo. 

Brut.  286  multarum  orationum. 

246  multarumque  causarum. 

Plere,  observe,  the  rhyme  is  broken 
bv  the  change  of  accent  caused  by 
the  insertion  of  que. 
Orat.  S^  valentiorum  laterum. 

Tusc.    >.   I.   2  tantarum  virium. 
de  Petit.  'i  nullarum  partium. 

Att.        13,  29  multarum  nuptium: 
JuLT.        85,    10  multarum  imaginum. 
2 '6,   20  levium  corporum. 
44,  4  gravium  armorum. 


4 


\'cll. 

Tac.  Ann. 

Firm.   Mat. 

IliLTOIl.  Kp. 
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And  Livv  has  !nan\  c-xamples  in- 
volving,'- the-    noun-forms    annorum, 
navium,  L^a-ntium,  ivtatum.  ordiniim, 
generum  and  amphoranim.  of  which 
those     that     coukl    form    a    rhvmc 
-orum,  -*.rum,  or  -arum,  -arum  arc 
used   only  with  numbers,    \\liich,  of 
course,    do   not   have  those  genitive 
forms  ;   as,   for   instance,  novem  an- 
norum.    Dur.rum  annorum  docs  not 
seem  to  occur. 
2,   93  ingenuarum  virtutum. 
4,  3^  eluctantium  verhorum. 
3-  5,   15  tantarum  facultatum. 
117,   6  furvarum  vestium. 
117,   8  \-e>tium  >ericarum. 


It  1.-  n.>t  to  hr  maintained  that  th;-.-e  rh};:].'S  \\\Te  for  vwyvam- 
Mniaion  t<.ta!!\-  a\oided.  LandL,'-raf.>  e;tati«»n  of  Rr.sc.  Am.  !-_:;; 
""■  ■^'-  -b  i-'^>;  5-  ^-i:  ^lil.  ^>4:  Cat.  i.  7:  C'.it.  4.  2c:  Mur.  21, 
T-rn  Cicerc  alone,  will  -h.nv  that  tluy  n.-w  and  then  .iccur.  I-lven 
:n  thr  ( it-nitive  o!  i\)uaiiL}- we  have  from  C'lCer..  two  in>tances;  ()rat«  >r, 
I  "v.  paucorum  cojorum,  and  Xat.  Dcor.  2.  4S  aliarum  formarum; 
i'U:  rhe>e  ari'  exceptional. 

i  he  cMmmom-t  fXpr.-.--ioiis  inv.hiLli  the.^c  rlnanes  a])pear  in  the 
<  ".rirow  '.>\  (^)iialit\- ai-c  those  which  seem  t^  hr  tran-lati' uis  o!  (Jreek 
aiirctivi/v  compounded  with  T'>\r.  Here'  the  (ienitivr,  both  in 
Mn_:!.dar  and  plural,  is  far  m>>re  freipient  than  the  Ahlativr.  Tins 
cr)incidence  is  remarked  1)\-  Lauilgraf  (Sex.  Rose,  p.  163).  who  eitcs 
m-rance>  fron^i  Cicere)  and  Horace. 


Cic. 


Rose.  Am. 
Att. 


II  or. 


Od. 


17  plurimarum  palmarum  gladiator 

(cf   .T",\  rr/7<w/.7/.~) 
13,   29,    I  Cornificia   vetula  sane  et   multarum 
nuptiarum  (cf   -r"\i'^]u\:i((>f.) 
3,  9,  7  multi  r>ydia  nominis 

(cl.   to)  rrv;."?7.'o-. ) 


Other  instance.-  of  such  (icnitives  are  in  the  .-ingular  ; 

Plaut.      Vid.  Frg.  (14S-9)  cihi  minimi. 

^  arro,     R.   R.  2,    i  i  non  maximi,   minimi  cihi. 

lie.         Fam.  9,  26.  4  non   multi     cibi     hospitem   accipics 

Sueton.  Galb.  22  cibi  plurimi. 
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Fronto.  35  multi  cibi. 

(With  all  of  which  compare 

7r<>\vq)dyo^^  7toXv(jiT()^.) 
Flor.        Sat.  i,   i,  ^^  magni  formica  laboris 

(cf.  7to\v}-i(>xt>(^~.) 
Cdc.         de  Orat.  i.  257  multi  sudoris. 

Fam.  2,   13.   I  multi  consili 

( C f.    7T( >/l  ?  •  (pf)CX 6 ?)  >. ) 
3.  (k  3  magncc  delibcrationis. 

(cf.    7r()\v(p(J'>yTlf.) 

2,  9,  3  multa?  artis. 

93  rXj  multi  somni. 
77c  magna;}  dividiae. 


O.  F. 

FrontD. 
Plant.     Bacc. 

And  in  the  [)lural  ; 
Cic.        dc  Leg.  Agr. 

l^'rontc  .  ad  Am. 
Apul.     Met. 


2,  3f)  ■.ia    Ilerculanca   multarum    delicia- 

rum  ct  magna}  pecunix. 
2,   I  1  multorum  ramorum. 
10,  2>  niultaruni  palmarum  spectatus  prce- 
liis. 


Aside  fr3m  Genitives  of  (Quality  of  this  particular  class,  the  in- 
stances are  verv  rare  in  the  writings  of  good  stylists.  If,  now,  the 
later  writers  ceased  to  be  sensiri\e  to  such  distinctions  and  em- 
ployed the  rhvme  where  previo'usl\-  it  had  been  avoided,  there  will 
l)e  no  occasion  for  surprise.  11  u<  Firmicus  IMaternus  could  write, 
^^ath.,  3,  7,  6  magnx^  mentis,  mdgnorum  ac  divinorum  consiliorum 
viros  ;  and  Polemo  (lo^erst,  \k  1S2)  could  write  asinus  detemo- 
rum  morum,  crocodilus  deterriorum  morum  ;  Balasna  morum  de- 
terriorum  ;  Testudo  morum  deterriorum  &  (p.  184)  Anguilla  mo- 
rum deterri  )rum  ;   Rana  deterriorum  morum,  &c. 

From  the  use  of  this  last  noun,  mos,  moris,  morum,  the  argu- 
ment befoni  us  can  be  well  illustrated.      I\Ios  is  a  noun,  the  idea  of 
which  it  seemed  good  to  Latin  writers  to  express  in  the  Genitive, 
without  exception  in  the  singular.      Idius  : 

Liv.  39,   II  probam  et  antiqui  moris  feminam. 

Veil.  2,   116,  3  vir  anti(}uissimi  moris 

Tac.   Hist.       I,    14  Piso.    .    ni'.ris  antiqui. 

2,  64  mater  antic|ui  moris. 
/\nn.       I,   35  sxwum  id  malique  moris. 

16,  5  severaque  adhuc  et  antiqui  moris. 
Justin.        14,  2,  4  vestis  olim  sui  moris. 
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\'v  iicn,  now,  in  tlir  plural  wc  find 


riautus,  Capt. 


MlClL 

Trin. 


Cic. 


iD>   antiquis  est  adulesccns  moribu.-. 

708   ut    m()ril)us    sicnt    {-=   (|iiiluis    nioribus. 
Kbr. ) 

IC5    (]uibus  niatrunas  ti^.'>ribus. 

3S4    s;iciiluin  nioribns  ([uibus  sict. 

825    onines  .  .  avidis  moribus. 
d'riK.  Aflt.  5    \\  rnai^na  servo.-  est  ac  trucil>us. 
Andr.      3(^5    ux«>rem  his  nioribus. 
(Juinct.     5(y   omnis  his  moribus. 
^'err.    3.    62    moribus  c-isdc-m. 
Flacc.        26   unis  moribus  vivcrc. 


,1 


wc  Tm\-  be  remindi-d  mT  rli('  principle  which  Kidiiier  ob.^erve^!  m 
^"'-■-  ■''""  ^-^ith  Cic.  d'u-c.  5.  1.2  (CrauL.  ^  S6,  4)  where  he  says  the 
ditierent  ea-t-  '-viarr  nidit  auffnllen.  ila  d-.r  ^inL^  diesc--  W^rtes  cine 
andere  Bedrurun-  hat."  ISut.  a.-iil,-  from  such  a  rras.^n  for  thf  ap- 
pearance of  the  aldati\-fs  lur--  we  _^h ould  attribute  them  to  the  i>\\Y- 


whelmingprelcr'  II 


Cr   '  »!     til''  I 


■arlitT  writer-  for  the  Ai)lati\e(»r  (^)ualit\' 


Itiswhcn\\e  C')!nc  toWiu'ius,  who  used  a!m.>-t  no  Ablatives  of 
Quality,  but  tiif  (unitiw,  and  v/h')  iia>  in  the  .-in^i^ular  m«>ri-(cr. 
above),  duit  we  are  -truck  v/itli  the  u-e  of  2,  (^i,  2  diversis  moribus, 
and  not  divcrsorum  m  niAwi.  And  then  I'acitu.s,  vdi'>  wrot-/  four 
times  the^'enitive -iii^'-ular.  h.a-.  Ann.  17,  i(),  3  le-nnnt-m.  .  .  c»^rruptis 
moribus,  audi  :i-t  c  'rruptorum  n^orum.  And  Aurelius  Xd'ct^r  broke 
-'try  of  his  con-truction  to  sa\-,  C'aes.  18  d()Ctrina,'  omnis 
-  antiipii-simi.-.  in.-tead  of  !ni»rum  anticpussiniorunn  d'he 
Abhire;,-  a[)pears  also  in 


the  svn 

a<;  ni 


S  id 
(i.  d. 

1  ;rni 


Jul:.  4,   7   his  moribus. 

3.   if>.    12    fendnani  bonis  atcpie  honesiis  moribus. 

17.    k;,   3   hominem  corruptis  moribus. 
!\Iat.    3,    2.   20   honestis  moribus. 


3,   3.    10   honestis  moribus. 

3,   7.     "^   dixinis   moribus. 

3,   10.   ()   bonis  Ce)nsiliis  ac  moribus. 


Whcii.  now.  wcMind  m  the  fourth  cenrurv  P(.lemo  with  his  "mo- 
riirri  prr.oriim"  (  Foer.-t.  p.  17,  4,  8)  and  his  '•  tiifticdiorum  morum '' 
(p.  24''.  !  7  }  we  may  attrdjute  the  ditference  in  usa,i;e,  not  to  a  difference 
m  i;:e  ideas  to  be  expre-sed  by  the  Ablative  plural  and  the  Genitive 
plur.d,  hut  to  a  lack  in  Polemo  of  that  taste  which  led  the  earlier 
vvntcr.-  {.»  avv/id  the  rlumc  -orum,  -orum. 


i 


Sixth  to  be  considered  i»f  trie  inllaences  of  form  upon  usage  is  that 
arising  from  the  limitations  of  nuter.  and  in  particular,  of  the  hex- 
ameter, d  his  is  an  inlluence  w  hich  vdll  be  felt,  not  alone  in  the 
lamruaijre  o:"  the  writers  of  hexameter,  but  in  that  also  of  the  Silver 
prose  writers,  who,  as  we'  know,  often  adopted  the  phrases  Oi  tlie 
Epic  poets  with  out  stoy)|)ing  to  consider  whether  the  use  of  these 
phrases  hac  been  affected  by  con^^iderations  due  purely  to  the  limi- 
tations o{  \erse. 

If  we  tnke  a  glance  at  Enn.  Ann.  266  (]\Iijller)  .  .  .  longi  cupressi 
Stant  rectis  IVdiis  et  amaro  corpore  buxum,  we  see  that  a  genitive 
corporis  was  not  availabh:  for  tiic  lifth  foot  ^)i  this  hexameter.  If 
we  (.)bserve  Eucretius,  we  fnui  the  lolluwing  arrav  of  Ablatives: 


I. 
I. 
I. 
I. 

I. 

5» 
S. 
6. 
6. 
6. 


232  mortal]  cor|»ore  (|ulv  sunt. 

242  Ubi,  nulla  foreiit  aterno  corpore,  quorum. 

246  hicohnni  remanent  res  corpore,  dum  satis  acris 


297 
488 
177 

JO 

241 

1302 
100 

361 
936 


6,   1036 


ajierto  cor|)ore  cpii  sunt. 

soHdo  ripe!"iri   cor|)ore  posse. 

tprali  ^it  corpiore   et  unde. 

immain  corT)ore  serperL<. 

corpore  naiivo  ac  mortalibus  esse  figuris 

boxes  liK  I.-:   I urrito  Corpore,  tetras. 

Conden-o   corpore  nubes. 

tam  dieiiso  corpore  nubes. 

quam  raro  cor|)ore  sint  res. 

raro  sunt  ce)rj)ore,  et  ar. 


Nearly  every  instance  has  the   Ablati\e  in  the    fifth  foot,  where 
the  Genitivj,  for  metrical  rea.-ons,  would  be  unavailable. 
Observt.  next  Veriiirs  /Idieid: 


o' 


[,      71  Prx'stanti  ce)rpo,re  nymphLV. 

3,  427  immani  c^,)rpore  pistrix. 

5,  372  Buten  immani  corpore,  qui  se. 

7.  783  prxstanti  corpMire  ddirnus. 

8,  207  prastanti  corpore   tauros. 
S,  330  immani  corpc»re  Thybris. 

8,   711  magno  mi  rentem  corpore  Nilum. 
•),   563  candenti  Corpore  cycnum. 
),  722  fuso  germanum  corpore  vidit. 
\o,  345  fidens  primjjvo  corpore  clausus. 

And  the  Georgics: 

4,  539  pra-stanti  ce>rpe.re  tauros. 
4,  550  pnestanti  corpore  tauros. 


V? 
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Over  and  over  ao^ain  the  Ablative  in  the  filth  foot  of  the  hexa- 
mt-trr, 

X.)W,  if  Roman  scho(.>lbuys  learned  \'ergil  b}'  heart,  what  limit 
iiial!  'Ae  set  tu  the  inlluence  of  X^er^ql's  phrases  upon  later  usai^^e, 
dcttrmineLl  thuugh  tliose  phrases  may  have  been  forX'erL^il  by  purel\' 
m'-trieal  considerations?  The  Lreneral  usaire  did  folhnv  the  form 
lixcd  by  tile  iiexameter.  How  completely  let  the  following  instances 
witness: 


Plant.   Capt. 


(    !C. 


P.  en. 
C\ec. 

Peir.  Airr. 

ad   (Jnir. 
Fam.       I  I 


647  macilento     (^re,    naso    acuto,  corpore 

albo,  ()cnli<   nigris; 
I  1 12  statura  hau  magna,  corpore  aqnilost. 
27  C';esenius   non     tam   auctontate   gravi 
cpiam   ct)^p^^re. 
\    13  vestitu   ol)soletiore.  corpore   inculto  et 
horrid*  >. 
4  c|ni  numcpiam  legro  corpore  fnerunt. 
I  noiulnm  sati>  lirmo  corjHtre  cum  esset. 


27 


Xat.    Dcor.  2.   59  iis  corp()ril)us  sunt  ut. 


-Nept  •.- 
Uvid. 

Piv. 


Ages. 
Am. 
Met. 


run. 


X.   H 


I'ac.   Hi>t. 


A 


nn. 


Suet. 


Aug. 
Til). 
Calig. 
Claud. 


8.    I  .-tatura  fait  humili   et   corpore  c-xiguo. 
2,    10,   2S  iorti  C()rp^)re  inani  fui. 

3,  44  tantoc^ue  est  corpore  (|uanto. 
7,    12,    II  ad  hoc  iis  corp>oribus. 

24,   2(\    13  tot  armatos  aliqu"tiens  integro  corj^ore 
e\aserunt. 
7.   24  choroinandriv  stridoris  lu>rrendi,  hirtis 

corporibus.  oculis  glaucis. 
7,  Si  Corpore  \esco  sed  eximiis    viribus  Tri- 
tanum. 
8,   174  duritia  eximia  pedum  strigoso  corpore. 
2,  32  (iermanos  tluxis  corporibus. 
4,  46  producuntur  intecto  corpore. 

4,  77  intecto  Corpore,  })romptus  inter  tela. 
2,   73  corpore  decoro,  genere  insigni. 

2,  75  Agrippina  corp»  ^re  :egro. 
4,   29  Tuljero  defect o  corpe^re: 
6,  46  incertus  animi,  fesso  corpore 
II,  36  is  inodesta  iuventa,  corpore  insigni. 

14,  17  multi     .      .      trunco  per  vulnera  cor- 

pore. 

15.  34  corpore  detorto. 

80  corpore  traditur  macuioso. 

68  corpijre  fuit  amplo  atque  robusto. 

50  fuit      .      .      corpore  cnormi. 

30  nam  et  prolixo  nee  exili  corpore  erat. 


Nero  5  I  statura  fuit  prope  iusta,  corpore  macu- 

ioso et  fLVtido. 
Galb.  3  quamquam  brevi  corpore. 

Fronto  ad  M  C:es.    i,   2  valeat  integro,   inlibato,  incolumi  cor- 
pore. 
ad  Ant.  2,  6  salubri  corpore,  velox  patiens  laboris. 

Gell.  3.   I.   II  corpore  esse  vegeto. 

5,  8,  5  (Verg.   /En.  5,  372)  Buten  immani  cor- 
pore. 
9,  4,    10  corporibus  hirtis. 
13,  5,   I  corpore   a?gro  adfectoque  ac  spe  vitx- 

tenui  fuit. 
ly^  7'  3  corpore,    inquit,    pectoreque    undique 
obeso. 
^9'   ^3-  3  ^'(^'f'"^'>   vocaverunt    brevi    atque  hu- 
mili corpore  homines. 

And  so  on  to  the  later  writers. 

In  comparison   with    these  Ablatives,    corpore,  the  instances  of 
the  Oenitives,  corporis,    are  strikingly  few.      The  first  instance  is 


Xepos  Dat. 


3,   I  hominem  maximi  corporis  terribilique 

facie, 


where  the  genitive  C()rporis  is  used  to  make  a  distinction  between 
the  derivcil  meaning   "l)odil\-  size,"  and  the  common  literal  mean- 
ing "  the  Dody, "  which   the  Ablative  so  regularly  expresses. 
Next  comes 

Hor.    Epist.     I,  20,  24  corporis  exigui  pnecanum 

where  the  ablative  corpore  would  not  have  fitted  the  verse. 

Then  come  the  Silver  writers,  who,  other  things  being  equal, 
favored  th?  Genitive.      Even  thev  show-  onlv  a  few-  instances: 

Liv.  28,    20,  3   levium  corporum  homines 

41,      9,   5   puerum  trunci  corporis 
Sen.  Cont.  4,Exc.  2   sacerdos  non  integri  corporis 

Sen.    Dial.  4,  35,   2   senex  infirmi   corporis  est 

Justinus  Pnef.   i  rem      magni      animi       et      corporis 

(.^  o peris  .?) 

And  sc'  is  the  list  exhausted  until  we  come  to  the  writers  of  the 
later  time,  such  as  Palladius,  who,  with  a  peculiarity  of  his  own 
style,  has 

3,  26,   I    vasti  et  amp)li  corporis,  sed  rotundi   potius  quam 
longi 


ii 


I 
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4,  11,2  solidi  corporis 

4,  II,   5  corporis  longi 

4,  13,  4  et  magni  ventris  ct  corporis 

4,  14,   I  magni  corporis 

c^\  4.  3  vasti  corporis  ct   prolixi 

12,  13,   7  magni  corporis 

12,  13,  7  similis  corporis 

That  such  a  marked  preference  for  the  ablative  corpore  is  not 
without  a  cause  we  are  entitled  to  assume;  and  a  maniil-st  cause  is 
befure  us  in  the  inlluence  of  the  hexameter.  Let  u.  not  fall,  how- 
ever, into  the  error  of  supposing  that  the  iniluence  (.f  the  hexameter 
must  be  the  only  cause  which  has  operated,  (/leero  and  Xepos  can- 
not owf  their  Ablatives  to  the  study  of  W-rgil  in  school;  and  while 
wc  might  attribute  their  ablatives  to  the  hexameters  of  Lucretius 
and  Lnnius,  if  m,  other  suurce  were  apparent,  we  .diould  still  be 
toreed  to  recognize  a  ditkrent  reason  for  Plautus'  use  of  corpore;  a 
reason  whidi  lies  upon  the  surface  in  the  early  preponderance  of  all 
'^'^^^''^^■>  ^>^^}^^\ny  over  the  Genitives,  owing  to  the  undeveloped 
>tage  oi  the  genitive  construction. 

In  some  of  the  instances  cited  the  Ablative  will  have  its  ground 
in  stdl  other  causes;  for  instance,  in  Cic.  Leg.  Agr.  2,  13.  aCk-nitive 
corporis  inculti  et  horridi  could  scarcely  have  been  appdied  to  such 
ii  transitory  cpiality  as  that  which  the  author  intended  to  describe. 

So  also  I'ac.  Hist.  4,  46  (above)  and  many  other  phrases  expres- 
sing transitory  (jualities;  cf  those  having  adjectives  :Lgro,  fe.^so, 
trunco.   tiuxis.   intecto,  defecto,  valenti,  adfecto,  etc. 

In  Xep.  Ages.  S,  i  it  is  possible  that  corpore  exiguo  is  {)ut  in  the 
Ablative  to  ba;ance  the  Ablative  statura  humili,  which  is  foreordained 
by  it.>  adjective  humilis  to  be  in  the  Ablative,  this  adjective  not  ap- 
pearing m  the  Genitive  of  Quality,  d'his  possibility  is  weakened  by 
the  fact  that  the  only  time  we  find  the  Genitive' corporis  exigui, 
Ht.r.   Kpist.   I,   20,  24,  it  is  required  by  the  meter. 

In  IMin.  X.  H.  7,  24  the  Ablative,  say>  Kuhner  ((iram.  §  S6,  4), 
i>  due  to  avoidance  of  the  Genitive  plural  of  bodily  or  mental  quali- 
ties. He  does  not  ob.^erve  that  the  disuse  of  the  (;enitive  plural  may 
be  due  to  avoidance  of  the  rhyme  -orum,  -orum. 

A  turther  reason  for  the  appearance  of  corpore  regularly  in  the 
Ablative  of  Quality  may  be  assumed  in  the  clo.e  similarity'between 
the  idea  of  the  body  itself  and   the  idea  of  the  parts   of  the   body. 
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Everybody  wrote  the  bodily  ])arts  in  the  Ablative,  and  why  not  also 
corpore ; 

Whether  any  of  the  writers  were  conscious  of  imitating  the  Ver- 
gilian  fo-m  when  they  wrote  the  Ablative  corpora  it  is  not  for  us  to 
inquire.  That  the  hexameter  poets  were  free  in  its  use  and  limited 
in  theiri.se  of  the  Genitive  by  the  requirements  of  their  verse  must  be 
apparent. 

This  evidence  of  a  metrical  influence  upon  the  use  of  corpore  is 
sustained  most  clearly  by  the  situation  with  regard  to  the  use  of 
ponderis.  pondere.  Pondus  stands  in  no  such  relation  to  the  parts 
of  the  "jody  as  does  corj)us.  Xeither  is  it  an  external  nor  a 
transient  quality.  (Guided,  accordingly,  by  the  character  of  its 
idea,  we  should  look  for  its  occurrence  in  the  Genitive  rather 
than  in  the  Ablative.  Such  was  the  usage  of  Ciesar,  one  of  the  most 
correct  writers,  who  has,  B.  (].  2,  29,  3  magni  ponderis  saxa,  and 
B.  G.  7,  22,  5  maximi  pojideris  saxis,  with  never  the  Ablative  pon- 
dere. Sirvius  may  have  had  some  such  idea  when  he  explained 
Verg.  A\n.  10,  381  magno  pondere  saxum,  with  the  remark  ''hoc 
t:^t:  magni  ponderis,  ut  'xre  cavo  clipeum  '  (.Kn.  3,  286)  pro  'a^ris 
cavi;'"  just  as  to  A-lu.  i,  71  he  comments  ''prx'Stanti  autem  cor- 
pore, pro  prxstantis  corp^iris,  ablativum  pro  genitivo."  From 
Cicero  Si.egmann  can  quote  but  two  exceptions  to  the  rule  that  ex- 
pression.- of  weight  ap})ear  in  the  Genitive,  and  these  both  consist 
of  the  same  phrase,  Cic.  Verr.  2,  4,  ^2  hydriam  pneclaro  opere  et 
grandi  jondere  and  Xat.  Deor.  3,  S3  amiculum  grandi  pondere. 
To  these  may  be  added  two  more  expressions  of  weight  which  Steg- 
mann's  observation  did  not  include;  Att.  10,  i,  i  Alius  eodem  apud 
me  pondere,  quo  ille  fuit,  and  Acad.  2,  121  naturalibus  fieri  aut  fac- 
tum esse  docet  ponderibus  et  motibus.  If  we  add  these,  still  the 
number  is  so  small  that  we  may  regard  the  Ablative  for  expressions 
of  weigh!  as  exceptional.  Cicero's  use  of  the  Genitive  ponderis  and 
its  natural  and  logical  employment  in  the  pages  of  succeeding  writ- 
ers may  be  observed  from  the  following  instances,  added  to  those 
mentioned  from  Ccisar  above. 


Cic. 


Fam. 
Att. 


2,   19,  2  tux  littenu     ,      .      .      maximi 
sunt  apud  me  ponderis. 
14,   14,   I  litteras    .     .     , 

quidem  ponderis. 


tuas  et  magni 


«  ♦ 
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4,  II.   2  soiicii  corporis 

4.  II,   5  corporis  longi 

4,  13.  4  <^'t  inagni  ventris  et  corporis 

4,  14,    I  magni  corporis 

c>,  4.  3  vasti  corporis  et   prolixi 

12,  13,   7  mairni  corporis 

12,  13,   7  siinilis  corporis 

Tiiat  such  a  marked  preterence  for  the  ahhitivc  corpore  is  n<>t 
^^vithout  a  cau.->e  wu  are  entitled  t(>  assume:  and  a  manifest  cause  is 
!m  i'lre  us  in  the  influence  of  the  hexameter.  Let  us  not  falh  how- 
e\er.  into  the  error  (»f  supposin;<  that  the  inlluence  of  the  hexameter 
mu-t  he  tlie  onl\'  cause  which  has  opiTatcd.  (."icer*  >  and  Xepos  ean- 
!!' 't  owe  tlu'ir  At)lati\'e>  to  tlie  .-Uid\-  o;'  \\-rL,dl  in  -eliool:  and  while 
wr  niiLrht  attrihuU:  their  ablatives  to  the  hexameters  of  Lucretius 
and  I\nniu>.  ifne>  other  source  were  apparent,  wc,-  >hould  still  be 
forced  t*)  recoiinize  a  different  reason  f^  ir  Llautus"  u>e-  of  corpore;  a 
rea-on  wIulIi  lies  up"n.  the  surface  in  the  early  ])reponderance  of  all 
A'h:_it;\"e>  ol  (^)uality  over  the  (denitives,  owin^'  to  the  uiuKweloped 
stage  i^i  the  LTenitive  eonstruction. 

In  sr>me  of  the  in>tances  cited  the  Ablative  will  iia\e  its  ground 
ih  r-tiil  other  eau-L's;  for  in>tance,  in  L"ic.  Leg.  Agr.  2.  13.  a(jeniti\e 
C''r;).»ris  inculti  et  horridi  could  scared}'  haw  been  aj)plied  to  such 
a  tran^itoT}-  cpialit}'  a>  that  which  the  authe)r  intended  to  describee. 

>'>  al-o  d'ac.  ni>t.  4.  41^)  (above)  and  many  other  phrases  ex{)res- 
siii-T  transit^)r\-  (lualities;  cf  those  ha\-ing  adjectives  ^'^gr^.*,  le^so, 
trum",   tluxis.  intecto.  defectc).  valenti,  adfecto,  etc. 

Li  Xep.  Ages.  8,  i  it  is  possilde  that  corpore  exiguo  is  put  in  the 
Ablatiw  to  balance  the  Ablative  statura  humili,  which  is  f  )ree)rdained 
I'V  It-  ad.jective  humilis  to  be  in  the  Ablative,  this  adjective  luH  ap- 
i>ear;ng  in  the  Genitive  of  (Quality.  Lhis  possibilit\'  is  weakened  bv 
the  Met  that  the  onl}'  dme  we  tind  the  (xeniti\"e  corporis  exigui, 
Hor.    l-4>i>t.   I,   20,  24,   it  is  recjuired  by  the  nneter. 

In  Plin.  X,  H.  7.  24  the  Ablative,  says  Ivuhner  (Ciram.  §  S6,  4), 
1-  due  to  avoidance  of  the  Genitive  plural  of  bodih'  or  mental  quali- 
tie.-.  [le  does  not  observe  that  thedisuse  oi'the  (nnitive  j)lural  mav 
be  due  to  avc>idance  of  the  rhyme  -orum,  -orum. 

A  further  reason  for  the  appearance  of  cor[)orc  rcgularlv  in  the 
Abhitive  of  Quality  ma}  be  assumed  in  tlie  close  similaritv  l)etween 
the  idea  oi  the  body  itself  and   the  idea   of  the   {)arts   of  the   body. 
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Evervbody  ^vrote  the  bodily  part.-  in  the  Abhative,  and  why  not  also 
corpore  ? 

Whether  any  of  the  writers  were  conscious  of  imitating  the  Ver- 
gilian  form  when  they  wrote  the  Ablative  corpore  it  is  not  for  us  to 
ine^uire.  That  the  hexameter  poets  were  free  in  its  use  and  limited 
in  their  use  of  the  Genitive  by  the  requirements  of  their  verse  must  be 
apparent. 

This  evidence  of  a  metrical  influence  upon  the  use  of  corpore  is 
sustained  most   clearly  by  the   situation  with   regard  to  the  use  of 
ponderis,  pondere.      Pondus  stands  in  no  such  relation  to  the  parts 
of   the    bodv    as  does    corpus.      Xeither   is    it    an   external    nor    a 
transient   q.ialitv.      Guided,    aecordingl}-,    by  the  character    of   its 
idea,    we  should  look    for  its   occurrence    in    the    Genitive    rather 
than  in  the  Ablative.      Such  \va>  the  usage  of  Civsar,  one  of  the  most 
Correct    writers,  who   has,  B.  (L   2.   29,  3  magni   ponderis  saxa,  and 
B.  G.   7,   22,   5  maximi  pojideris  .-axis,  with   never  the  Ablative  pon- 
dere.     Servius  may  have    had   some  such   idea  when  he  explained 
Verg.  A\n.   10.  38 1  magne)  pondere    saxum,  with   the  remark  "hoc 
est:   magni  ponderis,  ut  '  :ere  cavo  clipeum  '  {A\n.  3,  286)  pro  '  x-ris 
cavi;""  just  as  to   A'.n.   i,   71  he  comments  "  pra^stanti   autem  cor- 
])ore,    pro    pnestantis    cor})ons.     ablativum    pro    genitivo. "       From 
Gicero  Stegmann  can  quote  but   two  exceptions  to  the  rule  that  ex- 
pressions of  weight  appear  in   the    Genitive,  and  these  both  consist 
of  the   same  phrase,  Cie.  Wrr.   2.  4.  32  hydriam  pneclaro   opere  et 
grandi    pondere  and   Xat.   Deor.   3,  S^    amiculum   grandi    pondere. 
To  these  may  be  added  two  more'  expressions  o(  weight  wdiich  Steg- 
mann's  observation  did  not  include;   Att.  10,  i,  i  filius  eodem  apud 
me  pondere,  quo  ille  fuit,  and  Acad.   2,   121  naturalibus  fieri  aut  fac- 
tum esse  docct  ponderibus   et   motibus.      If  we  add  these,  still  the 
number  is  so  small  that  we  may  regard  the  Ablative  for  expressions 
of  weight  as  exceptional.      Cicero's  use  of  the  Genitive  ponderis  and 
its  natural  md  logical  emjdoyment  in  the  pages  of  succeeding  writ- 
ers may  be  observed   from   the   following  instances,  added  to  those 
mentioned  from  Ceesar  above. 


Cic.  Fam,  2,   19.  2  tux'  litterer     .      .      .      maximi 

sunt  apud  me  ponderis. 
Att.  14,   14,   I  litteras    .     .     . 

quidem  ponderis. 


tuas  et  magni 
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Liv. 


Wil.    Max. 


rurr.    Riif. 
I'lin. 


.^tat. 

Frijiito 

Justin. 


Vatin.  9  boni  viri  iudiccnt  id  est  max- 

imi  momenti  et  p:)onderis. 
Plane.  4  (merita  Plancii)  magni    .     .     . 

ponderis  apud   vos  esse  de- 
bere. 
I.   II,  8  aureas     armillas     mai^ni     pon- 
deris. 
3,  57,  7  coronam    auream     .      .      parvi 

ponderis. 
22,  32,  4  patera-  aureie  ma2:ni  ponderis. 
22,  32,  i)  {)atera  qu.e  ponderis  minimi. 
Zl>  3^^   ^3  t*>rques  magni  ponderis. 
37»  4^^  3  vasa     .      .      multa  magni  pon- 
deris. 
I,   I,  Ext.  3  magni    ponderis    aiireo     Ami- 
cult). 
4,    I,  Ext.   7  magni  {^undcris  aurea    mensa. 
10,   I,   24  aurea  magni  ponek-ris  vasa. 
N".    H.  11^    107  ut  sit  modici  ponderis. 

37,   24  mirandi      ponderis     (gemmam 
nasei). 
^^ilv.  I,  4,   7  cervix  Ponderis  immensi. 

Ad.   M.   Cx'S.         I.   5  Kiusdem  usus  et  ponderis. 

39,  2,  6  lovis  simulacrum   infmiti  pon- 
deris. 


Miice  we  were  awaiting    such    a    predisposition    f<  ir  the  (lenitive 

p'.iulen^,  we  -hall  le  surprised   now  to  lind  the  literature  furnishing 

m-'fe    instance-    of   the   Ablative  pondere   than   of  ponderis    itself. 

rile    suri)rise    will    vanish    when    we  consider  where  the  Ablatives 

ocLur.      They  are,  in  the  tirst  place, 

Lucr.  4.  905  tympana  pondere  magno. 

5,   540  nullo  sunt  p(mdere  membra. 
5,   558  quam  magno  pondere  nobis. 

5,  975  magno  pondere  clavLV. 

6.  549  tecta.      .      non  magno  pondere  tota. 
6,  692  mirando  pondere  saxa. 
5,  401  immani  pondere  c.vstus. 
5,  447  ad  terrain  pondere  vasto  Concidit. 
9,   512  saxa  quoque  infesto,  volvebaiit  pon- 
dere.   

10,  38 1  magno  vellit  dum  pondere  saxum. 
5.   I'i'j  magno  tellurem  [)ondere  mensus. 

Kvery  where  the  Ablative  in  the  fifth  foot  of  the  hexameter!      And 
mark,  especially,  the   unavoidable /^/z^er^  saxum,  saxa,  of  Lucr.  6, 


Next  Verg.  /En. 


Ana  here  Stat.  Theb. 
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692  and  Verg.  9,  512;  10.  38 1  in  comparison  with  the  more  correct 
magni  ponder  is  saxa  of  Civsar,  cited  above.  The  ordinary  distinc- 
tion with  regard  to  the  usage  in  expressions  of  weight  has  given 
way  before  t'le  requirements  of  the  hexameter. 

In  Hor.  Epod.  4,    18   navium  gravi  pondere  (Peerlkamp:  xtc 

naviuin  gravi  pondera); 

the  Ablative  is  not  required  by  the  meter;  but  in  the  pentameter  of 
Propertius, 

I,   17,  24  ut  mihi  non  ullo  pondere  terra  foret; 

the  Genitive  was  metrically  inadmissible. 

Besides  the  instances  already  mentioned  from  the  poets  and 
Cicero,  the  fallowing  few  appear  in  prose: 

Curt.  Ruf  5,2,11  L  millia  talentum  argenti,  non  signati  forma 

sed  rudi  pondere. 
Tac.   Hist.    2,  22  molares  ingeiiti  pondere. 
Ann.  2,  57  cor^»n:e  aure.e  magno  pondere. 

16,      I  magna  vis  auri,  rudi  et  antiquo  pondere. 
Cell.  5,  8,  5  (Verg.  .En.  3,  618)  immani  pondere  c.tstus. 

Of  these  ew  it  is  interesting  to  observe  that  all  except  one  have 
adjectives  wiih  the  Genitive  in  -is,  the  exception  being  in  Tacitus, 
who  never  uses  the  Genitive  |)v)nderis,  and  it  contains  the  adjective 
magno,  whica  was  frequent  in  the  hexameter. 

Thus,  thi  history  of  ponderis  supports  the  argument  that  the 
limitativ)ns  o:'  hexameter  have  been  a  factor  in  determining  the  use 
of  certain  Ablatives  of  Oualitv. 
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CHAPTER  IIL 


If  the  Abhitivc-   is   the    "with  "case   and    the  (lenitive   the  "of" 
case,  then  it  is  natural  tliat  we   should  feel   the  relation  between  an 
Ablative  C)[  Quality  and  a  Genitive  i)i   Quality  modifying  the  same 
noun  to  be   substantiall\-  identical  with  that  which  subsists  between 
the  ideas  ot"  ••  with  "  and  "of,"'  the  iormer  relating  tlie  qualit\'  to  its 
n  >iin  in  the  guise  of  something  aj)|)earing  with  the  noun,  an  attend- 
ant   quality  ot"  circumstance;   the    latter  in  the   guise  »>!"  something 
bel^'Uging  to  the  n<»un.  its  pernuanent  or  essential  attribute.      (jram- 
manans  have   all.  in    a   general    waw  shared    this    feeling,  anel  il  one 
has  em[)liasized  the  permanenc)'  <>f  an   attributive,  another  its  essen- 
tialitv  a-  thr  ground  vf  its  expression   in    the   (jenitive.  neither  has 
be<  n.  in   practice,  \er\'   wide   of  the  truth,  and,  when    in  error,  has 
bt  rii  so,    not  because   of  a    failure   to   percei\'e  the  logical  ditterence 
ber.^  crn  Ablative  and  Genitive,  but  because  of  ccTtain  circumstances 
ata'.KiinLT   the  hi.-tor}-  (,)f  the  tle\elopinent  of  the   two  cc^nstructions 
hitherto  iK.t  -ufficiently  observed.       If,   trom  the  beginning  on,  b()th 
expre>>ion.-  n[  qualit\  had  stood  in  the  same  stage  ol  development  as 
lieu  in  which  they  >tand  in    the  usage  of  Livy,  it  is  likely  that  much 
of  iIk-  apparent  incon>i>tenc\'  in  their  use  would  liave  been  avc»ided. 
I  li.-toricallv,  -uch  was  not  the  case.       In    Plautus  the  Aldative  alone 
is  eomnn)n;  \shether  ex[)re>>ing  so  transitor\-  a  ciualit}asa  moments 
good  ce>u rage,  Amph.  671   Hono  animo  es;  a  ])assing  shade  of  bodil}' 
ex[ire-sion,  A-m.  401  tristi  frv)nte,  ([uassanti  ca[>ite,  or  so  ])ermanent 
and  inalterable  a  (|uality  as  the  shape  of  the  nose,  color  of  the  eyes, 
Capt.  ^'4  7    macilento    ore,  na-o    acuto,  corpore    albo,  oculis  nigris; 
riie  -tature,   IVen.    11 12  Statura    hau   magna,  or   the  degree  of  one's 
birth.  I'ist.    130  -icyone,  summo  genere. 

I'he  objection  against  Kruger's  distinction  between  a  subject 
tie-ULrhi  of  '-wie  er  ist  "  and  "  wie  er  >ich  zeigt'"  held  the  ground 
that  It  would  often  amount  to  a  begging  of  the  whole  c}uestion  for 
u-  to  sav  what  .-ubjective  distinction  was  present  to  the  author's 
niire.l.  Where  an  undeniable  distinction  can  be  drawn  between  a 
permanent  and  a  transient,  an  external  and  an  internal,  a  physical  and 
an  abstract  quality,  we  shall  have  ground  for  the  assertion  of  a  dif- 
ference   in    the   author's   subjective   attitude   towards   the   qualities 
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expressed.  But,  when  no  -uch  clear  distinction  appears,  are  we 
then  to  deny  the  subjective  difference  in  the  author's  ideas .^  We 
say  in  Knglish  "a  man  with  a  loft}-  character,"  and  again,  "a  man 
of  lol\v  chaiactcT. "  We  speak  in  both  cases  of  the  same  man,  but 
we  feel  the  cifierence  between  the  two  ideas.  Shall  we  then  deny  a 
similar  subjective  distincti(»n  to  the  minds  of  the  Roman  writers, 
who  said:  Cic.  de  Fin.  2,105  magno  hie  ingenio,  and  Suet, 
gramm.  7,  f  jisse  dicitur  ingenii  magni  (of  Antonius  Gnii)ho).^  Wc 
need  not  contend  that  ingenium  was  a  different  thing  in  the  cases  of 
Themistocks  and  (jnipJiet.  but  simply  that  the  two  ideas  here 
expressed  were  differently  felt.  We  speak  in  English  of  a  man  ''of 
the  greatest  kindness,"  and  within  an  hour  we  refer  to  him  again  as 
"  with  the  L'reate.>t  kindness."  The  two  notions  are  distinct,  but 
we  mean  the  same  indi\idua!.  1>  there  not  a  similar  subjective  dis- 
tinction ex]TCSsed  when  Cicero  sa}s,  Fam.  13,  23,  2,  hominem 
summa  probitate,  humanitate  ob,-ervantiaque  cognosces,  and  Fam. 
16,  4.  2,  suavissimum  hominem  ^ummi  officii  summaque  humani- 
tatis.^  Of  course,  these  Fngli-li  phrases  are  for  illustration,  not  for 
argument,  lliat  a  distinctie^n  is  lelt  in  English  is  no  proof  that  it 
was  felt  also  by  the  Latin  mind.  Its  existence  in  English,  however, 
dniis  illustrate  the  possibility  of  its  existence  elsewdiere,  and  it  must 
be  admitted  that  if  we  fancy  its  existence  in  Latin  we  shall  scarcely 
be  able  to  look  for  a  setting  right  through  any  proof  of  its  non- 
existence. 

While  this  characteristic  di-tinction  between  the  "with  "and 
"of"  cases  is  largely  subjective  in  the  constructions  of  Ablative  and 
Genitive  of  (^'uality,  yet  we  should  not  overlook  certain  groups  of  these 
Ablative  and  Genitives  where  the  distinction  to  be  made  is  objective. 
Thus,  eiusmodi  is  invariable  in  the  (jenitive,  offering  an  objective 
difference  from  eo  modo,  which  would  not  be  reckoned  at  all  as  a 
qualitatis  phrase.  Again,  maximi  pretii  does  not  correspond  objec- 
tively with  an  Ablative  of  Quality  maximo  pretio,  if  the  latter  phrase 
could  be  found.  Again,  we  should  think  of  very  different  objects 
if  we  took  ill  mind  first  a  vallum  trium  pedum  and  then  a  vallum  tri- 
bus  pedibus  and  so  with  all  the  expressions  of  measure  in  the  Geni- 
tive of  Quality.  Thus  al-o  exprc^.-ions  like  multi  cibi  hospitem,  multi 
ioci;  multi  .sudoris  res,  etc.,  are  not  objectively  the  same  as  multo 
cibo  hospiteai,  multo  sudore  res.  The  Ablative  is  too  literal.  How 
could  a  "res"  be  multo  sudore.^     In  other  highly  figurative  expres- 
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.-i'»D.-,  too,  like  h(3motriiim  litteranim  the  Genitive  has  no  objective 
crirrrspondence  with  an  Ablative.  We  never  fintl  a  thief  (fur)  de- 
scnl)e(l  as  homr)  tribus  litteris.  It  is  interesting  to  note  that  nearly 
all  the  early  Genitives  in  use  are  such  as  show  this  objective  ditler- 
enic  from  the  Ablative.  Many  of  them  are  figurative,  whereas  the 
Ablatives  are  chiefly  descriptive  of  qualities  literally  construed.  A 
kw  early  (ieniiives  which  show  no  objective  dilTerence  are  the  fol- 
iownig;  Plaut.  Men.  269  animi  perditi;  Most.  S14  humani  ingcni 
llhunuino  ingenio'  ;  I^acc.  7  mi  cognominis;  Hacc.  770  magme  di- 
vidi.i:  Kim.  Kuhvm.  fig.  4,  v.  50  virilis  sexus  (.')  Ter.  Andr.  6cS 
miiiti  con>ilii;  C  I,  L.  10S6  maxim.i-  probitatis.  These  are  unusual 
i'T  early  Latin.  It  is  with  Cicero  that  the  (ienitive  fir>t  becomes 
Common  in  a  use  >ho\virg  what  we  have  called  the  subjective  differ- 
ence between  (ier,iti\e  and  Ablative. 

for  tc-ting  our  ov.n  ideas  of  the  degree  of  distinction  between 
iUl:,l-  tuo  construction.-  we  shall  have  no  clearer  field  than  that  af- 
forded b\  the  in-tanc(  s  where  both  Ablative  and  (ienitive  appear 
Mdr  by  side  within  the  limits  of  the  same  sentence  and  especially 
\'>here  the\-  modif\  the  same  noun.  This  is  our  warrant  for  brinfrinLr 
forward  in  the  present  chapter  examples  of  the  sort  just  described. 
(  >ur  ^Tammarians  are  accustomed  to  (juote  a  few  well-worn  passages 
111  ]!iu>tration  of  the  phenomena  before  us,  and  to  draw  the  ccm- 
clu-Ku-i  that  both  ca>es  "may  often  be  used  indifTerentlv  "  (A.  Sc 
^'•-  -5^'  '^*-  "  Unterscheidet  sich  nicht  wesentlich,"  savs  Draeger. 
•'Otherwise  there  is  often  no  diflerence '"  is  Gildersleeve's  guarded 
j)hra,-r.  We  have  at  hand  a  hundred  passages  which  furnish  in- 
sta-ices  oi  enallage.  or  have  been  so  understood  bv  various  com- 
mentators. Taking  them  up  in  e)rder  we  ought  to  find  the  truth 
about  the  relation  oi  the  twe»  cases  abundantlv  illustrated. 

I.    Plant.  \  id.  V.  42   Si  tibi  j)udico  hominest  opus  et  non  malo 

(h:i  tibi  fidelior  sit  quam  servi  tui 
("ibiciue  minumi  maxumaque  industria 
?^Iinime  mendace.  em  me  licet  conducere 

A  (ienitive  here  instead  of  the  Ablative  maxuma  industria  would 
have  been  foreign  to  Plautine  usage,  for  industria  is  an  attribute 
u>ed  \>y  way  of  straightforwanl  description  and  used  literallv.  On  the 
e.iher  hand  cibi  minumi  is  quite  a  different  thing.  The  idea  ex- 
pre.-.-ed  by  it  is  not  such  as  could  have  been  conveyed  by  cibo  minumo. 
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The  significant  fact  is  that  cibi  minumi  is  related  to  a  class  of  Geni- 
tives which  are  apparently  translations  of  Greek  adjective  com- 
pounds in  TT o'A?',  as  has  been  noted  in  Chapter  II,  page  36. 
These  Genitives  never  appear  in  Al)lative  form  and  seem  to  have 
come  early  into  use  and  to  have  remained  fixed  in  usage  as  they  en- 
tered it.  This,  beside  our  example  of  cibi  minumi,  we  may  place 
Cic.  Fam.  9,  26,  4  non  multi  cibi  hospitem  accipies,  inulti  ioci; 
Sueton.  Aug.  76  Cibi  plurimi  erat  atque  vulgaris  fere;  Galb.  22, 
cibi  i^lurimi  traditur;  Varro.  R.  R.  2,  11  minimi  cibi;  Fronto  32 
ne(}ue  est  (}ra:ia  mea,  ut  causidicorum  uxores  feruntur  multi  cibi. 
Here  then  we  should  not  say  that  there  is  no  diflference  between 
Ablative  and  (lenitive,  but  rather  that  the  distinction  is  such  as 
would  allow  neither  to  be  replaced  by  the  other. 

2.  Ter.  Adel.  441  di  boni 

Ne  ill  us  modi  iam  n<;)bis  magna  civium 
Penuriast  antiqua  virtute  ac  fide. 

The  Ablatives  here  arc  regular  according  to  the  usage  of  Plautus 
and  Terence,  expressing  literal  characteristics  in  immediate  and  evi- 
dent connection  with  the  subject.  The  Genitive,  a  compound  of 
modi,  is,  however,  totally  dilTerent.  both  in  origin  and  in  usage. 
Ortainly  it  was  felt  throughout  all  the  literature  to  be  so  different 
that  it  was  ne\er  paralleled  by  an  Ablative  form. 

3.  Cic.  \'crr.   ;;.    30  Inter  eiusmodi  viros  et   mulieres,  adulta  ablate 

filius  versabatur.  ut  cum,  etiamsi  natura  a  parentis 
similitudine  abriperet,  consuetudo  tamcn  discip- 
lina  {)afris  si  mi  I  em  esse  cogeret. 

Assuming  fhat  adulta  letate  is  Ablative  of  Quality  we  have  euis- 
motli  and  adulta  a^tate  in  the  same  sentence,  though  modifying  dif- 
ferent nouns.  'Phe  distinction  between  compounds  of  modi  and  the 
Ablative  we  have  discussed  under  the  j)receding  example.  Eius- 
modi is  like  the  other  compounds  o^  modi,  appearing  always  in  the 
Genitive.  'Phc  regularity  of  letate  in  the  Ablative  of  Quality  is  shown 
by  Cicero's  use  of  it  in  the  following  passages:  Verr.  3,  160  in  epulis 
adulta  a^tatc  inter  impudicas  mulieres  versatus;  Or.  post  Red.  28 
quacunque  au:  x'tate  aut  valetudine  esset;  Quir.  6  iam  spectata 
a^tate  filius;  De'iot.  27  is  ea  existimatione  eaque  a^tate  saltavit;  Clu. 
51   qua    (LVtate)  turn  cram;   Div.    Caec.    70    accusatorem   ea  ajtate, 
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(um  idilitatrin  [)Ctat:  Acad.  2,  125  iniuinuTahilcs  f)arilnis  in  locis 
t-,-r  ci-(Kni  nMinin;[)u<,  honoribus  .  .  a-tatihus:  ()(T.  2.  87  istc 
ttrr  atatc'  cum  cs>cmus,  (|ua  cs  tu  nunc:  Nat.  Door.  i.  81  dcos  ca 
.  .  atatc;  C  at.  Afaj.  47  cum  ex  o  (S(){)h.)ck')  (|uidem  iam  adfccto 
a  tatc  (juarcn't:  'Fuse.   5,   62   adulcsccns   improvida  xtatc:    Fam.    10. 

3.  3  consul  dc-M^-nauis,  optima  a'tate,  summa  clcxiucntia;  Att.  4,  16, 
3  (jui  It  .vtati'  L't  valctudine  fuit  ca  cjua  mcmcnisti.  Aside  from 
[>(■  I)i\-.  2.  SS,  which  will  he  discussed  at  Xo.  5  behnv,  there  is  but 
a  .-incrlc  t  xample  of  the  ()eniti\e  to  set  over  a^^ainst  these  Ablatives. 
I'iv.  (\ie.  41  eiusdem  a^tatis  nem(^  aut  pauci,  and  this,  in  view  of 
II-  .-oh.tude  as  a  (knitive  of  Quality,  may  possiblv  be  C(;>nstrued  as  a 
])usse»ive  r=  ••no  one  n[  the  same  {)criod,"  thou,frh  that  is  h^rced, 
the  natural  interpretation  beino;  as  Genitive  of  Qualitv  =^  "no  one 
of  the  same  aLre  (/.  c. ,  ^j  years)." 

4.  Lie.    \  err.     14.     18.      In    hac     insula     extrema    est    Ions    aqu.T 

dulcis,  cui  nomen   Arethusa  est,  incrcdibili  mag- 
nitudine  plcnis>imus  piscium. 

Roby  eite>  this  as  an  example  of  the  Genitive  ofOualitv,  thous-h 
without    lallinLT    attention  to   the  juxtaposition   of  the  Ablative  in- 
crrdibih    mairniuuline.      If  we  are   not   to  regard    acpia-  dulcis  as  a 
genitive  ,.t  the    "Particular   Kind    or  Contents  :   that  in  or  of  which 
a    thim:    ouM.-t- "  ( Roby,  ii  1302),  or  a    "(lenitive    of   Sort,    Ma- 
terial     (Ro!>v.   ?^I3J4).  then   we    must    at    least  incjuire  whether  the 
qualir\-  •■  aqua'  dulci- "    does  not    pertain   to  a  Tons  in  a  wav  distin- 
_;"uishai>!e  Irom  that   in    which  its  "  incredibili    magnitudine  "  does. 
1  i!i>  ditlerence  could  l)e  felt  in  spite  of  the  fact  that  both  were  alike 
permanent  qualities  and  not  transitor\-,  and  both  internal  as  much  as 
cxTcrnal.      If  the  ditTerence  is   that   aquie   dulcis  is  C(^rporeal    while 
magnitudine  is  abstract,  then  the  cases  e)ught,  by  our  expectation, 
t'l  be  rever>ed.  tlie  ab>tract  a[){)earing  in  the  Genitive  and  t'/cc  r^ersa. 
Hut  Roby  has  invc>lved  us  in  needless  ditficulty.      Aqua- dulcis  is  not 
a  (ienitivc  of  Quality    but  a   Genitive  of    .Material.      Lane  calls  the 
construction  (Lrram..  p.  202)  Genitive  of  Defmition. 

Were  we  still  to  issume  that  Roby's  interpretation  of  aqua'  dul- 
cis were  right,  we  mi^ht  at  least  show  that  incredibili  magnitudine 
could  hardly  have  appeared  in  the  Genitive  i^f  (^)ualitv.  Cicero  uses 
magnitude  only  in  the  Ablative.      Verr.  4,  65  simulacrum   lovis    ea 
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magnitudine,  ut  intellegi  posset  ad  amplissimi  templi  ornatum  esse 
factum  ;  4,  103  dentes  eburneos  incredibili  magnitudine;  Sest,  26 
vir  incredibili  fide,  magnitudine  animi,  constantia  ;  I)e  Orat.  2,  299 
fertur  incredibili  magnitudine  consilii  fuisse  Themistocles  ;  Nat. 
Deor.  2,  92.  sidera  magnitudinibus  immensis  ;  De  Div.  231 
mirabili  magr  itudine  uvam  invenit  ;  Rep.  6,  1 7  sul  .  .  .  tanta 
magnitudine,  ut  cuncta  sua  luce  compleat.  In  addition  to 
this  fact,  the  avoidance  oi'  tlu  ( lenitive  of  Adjectives  in  -is,  -is, 
which  includes  incredibilis.  would  give  us  a  double  reason  why  with 
aqua-  dulcis  already  written,  a  change  oi  construction  to  the  Abla- 
tive would  ha^e  to  appear. 

5.    Cic.  De  l)v\  2,  88  Nominat  .    .    I'ana^tius  .   .    Anchialum  et  Cas- 

sandrum,    summos  astrologos  illius   anatis,  qua 
erat  ipse,    ,    .    hoc  pra-dictionis  genere  non  usos: 

Although  at  first  glance  illius  atatis  looks  like  a  Genitive  of 
Quality,  it  needs  but  a  moment's  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  three 
astrologers  belonged  to  the  same  pc-riod  l)ut  were  not  the  same  num- 
ber of  years  old  to  see  that  the  meaning  is  probably  ==  greatest 
Astrologers  of  that  age  in  which  he  lived,  where  qua  is  an  "in" 
case  ;  erat  =  vivebat  ;  and  illius  a  tatis  =  huiussseculi,  a  possessive, 
and  no  (,)ualit^.tis  at  all.  Had  the  meaning  been  that  Anchialus  and 
Gassander  wer-.^  men  of  the  same  years  as  Pana-tius,  born  under  the 
same  star,  we  should  look  for  eiusdem   and  quie. 

6.    Cic.    Arch.     31   Quare    conservate    hominem    pudore   eo,     quem 

.      .     ..     ingenio  autem  tanto,  quantum     .     .      ., 
Causa  vero  eiusmodi,  quae     .      .      comprobetur. 

Alirmont  (.Id.  Paris,  1895)  comments  "  Le  desir  d'avoir  une 
periode  symmenrique  a  conduit  Ciceron  a  faire  une  construction 
singuliere;  Un  homme  d'une  honorabilite,  .  .  .  dun  genie 
.  .  .  d'une  cause."'  And  J.  S.  Reid  (Ed.  Cambr.,  1897),  re- 
marks, in  the  same  manner,  "  Causa  eiusmodi  parallel  to  pudore  eo, 
ingenio  tanto,  so  eiusmodi  is  treated  as  though  it  were  an  indeclin- 
able adjective.  .  .  .  'Phe  use  of  causa  as  a  qualitaave  ablative 
is  noticeable,  since  causa  cannot  by  any  stretch  be  regarded  as  a 
quality  residing^  in  a  man."  It  is  true  the  phrase  causa  eiusmodi  is 
odd,    but  if  we   free  ourselves  from  the   idea  that   the  Ablative  of 
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Quality  mu.-t  t^xpress  a  quality  -residing  in  a  man,"  and  come  to 
understand  it  as  setting  forth  a  circumstance  or  qualitv  perceived  in 
connection  with  the  man,  we  shall  be  prepared  to  accept  causa  with 
any  adjective  as  an  Ablative  of  Qualitv. 

The  genitive  here  is  again  a  compound  of  modi. 
In  a  different  construction  we  find  this  same  phrase  occurring  in 
C'ic.  CIu.   51  in  eiusmodi  causa. 

lo  avoid  this  construction  of  causa  which  seemed  so  strange 
U\;imin  proposes,  Arch.  XI.  484,  with  a  diflerent  punctuation,  the 
interpretation  ..f  causa  as  nominative,  and  this  pc^ssibility  ought  not 
to  be  overlooked. 


7.    Cic.   Pam.   I,   7,   II  Lentulum  eximia  spe,  summ:e  virtutis  adules- 

centem     .      .      .      fac  erudias   (summa  virtute  ]\I 
summa;  virtutis  G  R   M'). 

Kruger  cites   this  example  as  given,  to  illustrate  his  statement 
that  the  Genitive  shows  the  subject  "  wie  er  ist,"the  Ablative  -  wieer 
sich  zeigt,"  and  translates    "  einen    sehr  tugendhaften  Jungling  der 
irertiiche    Hotfnungen    erweckt."     Zufiipt    cites    the   same     passage 
ill    illustration     of    his     statement     that     beyond     a     certain    point 
no   sure   line  can    be   drawn  between  Ablative  and  Cieiiitive.     Tyrrell 
reads  as  above  cited,  without   comment,  and  so  do  Suptlle,  Watson 
and    Muirhcad.       Mendelssohn   corrects     the    error  into  which   the 
editors  have  fallen   by  reading  here  with    M.,    Lentulum   eximia  spe 
summa  virtute.      Tiie  correctness  of  the  reading  of  M  is  sustained  by 
two   facts  which  have  been  brought  to  ligiit  by  the  present  investiga- 
tion.     First,    if  the  Genitive   of  Quality  summ.e  virtutis  had   been 
used   here,  it  would   have  been   the   tirst  instance  of  its  use  in  Latin 
literature  and  contrary  both  to  the  general  usage  of  the  time  and  to 
that  of  the  author  liere  using  it.      There  are  only  three  instances  of 
summus  m  the  tirst   declension  used   in   the  Genitive  of  Quality  by 
I  icero  previous  to  59  R  C.,  the  date  of  this  letter.      Verr.   2,  3,'  103 
>umnue   industri^e;   Font.     16  sumnue   auctoritatis;    Rose.    Com.    16 
summ.e    existimationis.       Add   to    these    Sull.,    34    summi    consilii 
Verr.  2,  3.   103   summi   laboris  and   Font.  41  summi   consilii  and  the 
number  of  instances  u{  summus   in   either  declension    in  the  Geni- 
tive of  Quality  remains  small.      Although  few,  these  instances  might 
have  given  Cicero  the  analogy  for  a  logical  use  of  sumnix-  virtutis^'in 
this  place  if  Cicero  had  so  elected.      That  he  did  not  so  elect  is  evi- 
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dent  from  his  use  of  summa  virtute  in  Verr.  2,  3,  60,  and  Sull.  42,  and 
later  in  De   Or.   3,   87  summa  virtute  et  prudentia;     Fam.    4.-  6,   i 
summo  inge:iio  summa  virtute    filium:   Fam.    11,    22,    2   hominem 
summo  ingeriio  summa  virtute:   Phil.  3,  36  summa  prudentia  virtute 
Concordia;   Fhil.    10,    3   summa  virtute    gravitate    constantia.      Not 
until  towards  the  end  of  Cicero's  life,  when  the  Genitive  of  Quality 
had   greatlv  spread,  in  several  channels,  and  been  used  by  such  a 
conservative    writer    as  C:esar,    did    an  instance  of  summx^  virtutis 
creep  into  Cicero's  use;  Cat.  Maj.   59  Lysander  Lacedxmonius,  vir 
summx  virti.tis.      In  the  second   place  the  use  of  such  a  Genitive 
as  sumnvce  virtutis  by  the  side  of  eximia  spe  is  unlikely  because  of 
the  usage  of  spe. 

It  has  been  pointed  out  at  page  25  that  spe  is  used  in  the 
Ablative  of  Quality  in  early  Latin  and  in  Cicero,  and  later,  to  de- 
note the  hope  which  the  subject  feels.  In  the  instance  before  us, 
however,  spe  is  not  the  hope  which  the  subject  feels,  but  the  hope 
which  the  subject  (Lentulus)  awakens  and  which  the  observer  feels, 
differing  thus  objectively  from  the  spe  of  the  early  examples.  Now 
it  is  not  stra.ige  that  Cicero,  writing  in  the  year  56  B.  C,  beiore  the 
use  of  many  Genitives  of  Quality  was  strong  about  him,  should  have 
followed  the  unbroken  usage  of  the  early  time,  and  of  his  own,  and 
written  down  even  this  different  kind  of  hope  in  the  Ablative,  just 
as  he  wrote  summa  virtute  in  the  Ablative.  But  had  he  been  in  the 
mood  for  coining  new  Genitives,  as  he  must  have  been  had  he 
written  suminie  virtutis,  then  is  there  not  a  great  probability  that  he 
would  also  have  taken  advantage  of  the  objective  difference  between 
the  old  "hope"  idea  of  spes  and  his  new  "promise"  idea,  and 
coined  also  the  Genitive  spei.  instead  of  leaving  that  for  Ca-sar  in 
the  next  decide?  That  Cicero  did  not  coin  spei  is  evidence  that  he 
did  not  coin  virtutis,  but  wrote,  as  M  preserves  the  reading,  summa 
virtute. 

8.   Cic.  Q.  F'.  2,  9,  4   Lucretii   pa^mata  ut  scribis,  ita  sunt,    multis 

luminibus  ingenii,  multce  tamen  artis. 

Muller  reads  as  above,  with  the  critical   comment  ||  non  multis 

multi etiari  pro  tamen.    (3r.  Wesenb.  Baiter.     Infinitus  est  numerus 

conjecturarum  ||.  Tyrrell  cites  jj  ita  .  .  .  .  artis  ]  M;  lita  pro  ita 
R. ;  non  ita  sunt,  Vict.;  non  multis  luminibus,  Ern. ;  non  multa^ 
artis,  Kl. ;   IMulta^  etiam  artis,  Or.;  ut  scribis  ita  sunt,  multis  lumini- 
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t'li^  m-cnii;  multx-  tanun  arti>  esse  tain  invtnms,  virum  te  putabo: 

Si    ."^.ilu^ni     lunpc(i<iLlt-a    Irircris,    huiniiu-in 


nun    putaho.   II.  A.  J, 


Ai!  the-  .|iir.^tiMn^fincrrnin-  the  rcacim-  of  thi.>   nuich  cli>putcd 
pa^aLTc  v.t  nuiv  ili.^nii»  trum   tlu-  present   di>en>^i>.n,  since  in  wwy 
case  we  arc   Irfi  with  an  Al.hitiw  luininihus  anj  a  (lenitive  artis,  the 
natiiTv  uT  which  will  he  the  same  whether  we  read  niult:c  or  nulHus. 
liM-  Lliilicult  qne^tions  of  interpretation,  al.^..  we  shall  not  attempt  to 
dechlr.       It  i...   howrvrr,  at  the  lea.>t.   wortiiv   ui   remark   that  plurals 
^ipi^ar  oitcnest   in    the    Ablative,  as   does   luminibus:  and    that   this 
A!  latiu-  IS  clearlv   lelt  as  a  -with  "  ca.>e  and  hence-  is  h.gicallv  used. 
<  Mi  the  other  hand  nuilt.e  artis   is   hi-hly  h-urative.  a>  'rvrrell' notes, 
t  •  iain.    7.    I.  2.  where  Rose.  Am.   6  and  Kam.  cy.  2^,  4  are  also  cited! 
'  »i:r    phrase    would    correspond  to    a   ( ireek    adjective    ^> .\rTi-x r<'^ 
and  the  iv-ularap'pearance  ot"  such  [.hra<es  m  iheCnnitive  has  been 
disci:--ed  under  No.    i. 

'y.    LiL   De  Lee.   3,  4>  (juo  veriu>  in  causa   nostra    vir   ma-ni  iiiLTcnii 

MimuKUjUe    prudeiitia.     I..     C'otta.     dicebat   . 
niiiil  aelum  e-.-e  de  iiohis. 

B.  cV  K.   no  variant.      Orelli    .\:    Maiter  read    ma-no   in-enio    and 
-nn^^e      0.   cum    DaviMo   ||.    '•  I'Jiie  ei-eiitiiundiche   M  i>L  hun- ■'  re- 
mark.-^ Ste-mann   over   thi>   example.      The   coinmeiil    of    l-eldhui;vl 
[.lU^Wn    I)u  MeM.il.    I.pz.    i^7V)^   i>  to  the  same  eltect,  and  supports 
the   readiii^^    h\    the    uell-known    pa»a,i;es    Iroin  C"ic.    hSrui.   67.   2^"; 
^^P;   ^^^'^-  3-    i:   ^"'^-   ham.    i.    7.    n.  and   OlT.    i.    uj,    g^,  althou-'h 
of  il.e-e    none    >hou  >    a    (lenitive    in-enii.   whereas    the    lirst  allows 
ah    .\!.iative    lUKenio.      dlu-    uddity  e.f  the    example,   tj    FeldhuKel's 
n.iiid,  conM>t>  apparentU-   merelv   in    the  juxtaposition    of    the    two 
ca^o-.      ("ertainlv   there   is   nothin-  oild  in  Cicero's  use  ol    the  Abla- 
tive suinma   prudeiitia.      Cf.   Fain.  3,   7,   5  homo  sumina   prudentia; 
F.ni;.  4.   2.  2  summaque  prudentia;    DeOr.  3.   87   summa   virtute  et 
prudeiitia;  IMiil.   3,  36  summa   prudentia  virtute  concordia;  Phil.   2, 
13  .-ummo   ii!i,a:nio  sumtnaque  prudentia.      But   with    this   last    ex- 
amine,   Mimmo    in^L(enio    summaque   prudentia    in   nnnd,  Stci^mann 
Ili.l^    A  ell   have  tlioui^ht    magni    ingenii    summaque   prudentia   udd; 
and    especially   when    he   remembered  the  forty-live  instances   of  in- 
ueiiium  in  the  Ablative   of  Quality    which   lie  had  cited  from  Cicero 
(to  uiiicti  may  be  added  twelve  more  from  Cicero,  which  Sieu-mann's 
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investi^^ation  did  not  include).  The  use  of  ingenio  in  the  Ablative 
of  Quality  b}  all  the  early  writcr>  as  well  as  Cicero  is  overwhelm- 
ingly preponiierating. 

Plautus  ises  it  13  time-:  Terence  8  time?:  Pacuvius  twice; 
Knnius,  C:ecilius  and  Afranius  each  furnish  an  example  of  its  use. 
(^ver  against  this  multitude  ^A'  earlv  Ablatives  only  one  early  Geni- 
tive ingenii  is  at  hand;  Plant.  .Most.  S14  Atque  esse  existumo 
humani  ingeai;   and  there  the  text   is   disputed,  many  editors  read- 


ing ingenio. 


Cicero's  own  usage  furnishes  six  instances  which  seem  like 
Genitive  ol  ()uality  with  ingenii,  besides  the  one  before  us.  Ca^c. 
5  video  sum  mi  ingenii  causam  esse;  Q.  Rose.  48  est  hoc  princi- 
pium  improbi  animi  miseri  ingenii,  nulli  consilii  (where  Miiller 
reads  princi{  io);  Att.  i.  2:.  i  te  .  .  .  moderatissimum  fuisse 
vehementissime  gaudeo  id  que  ne(|uc  amoris  mediocris  et  ingenii 
summi  ac  .-aj)ientiLV  iudico;  De  Or.  2,  300  videsne  qux'  vis  in 
homine  aceirimi  ingenii,  quain  jtotens  et  quanta  mens  fuerit  .^ 
Brut.  I  10  ir  quibusdam  laudandi  viri  etiam  maximi  ingenii  non 
essent  probabiles  tamen  indu>tria  (here,  again,  the  text  is  in  dis- 
pute); Orat,  90  est  autem  illud  acrioris  ingenii,  hoc  maioris  artis. 
Steu:mann  oaiits  three  of  these',  but  cites  another,  Phil.  14,  28 
wdiich,  however,  will  be  founel  tf  read  maximi  animi,  not  ingenii. 

Of  the  si;':  examples  just  cited  three  involve  constructions  which 
arc  widely  different  from  the  (^rdinar}-  Genitive  of  Quality.  Thus, 
in  C:\?c.  5,  causam  is  only  liguratively  the  subject  of  ingenii;  in  Att. 
I,  20,  and  Crat.  90  the-  (jcnitives  are  j^roperly  not  qualitatis  at  all, 
but  possessives.  In  two  other  passages  the  reading  of  the  Genitive 
is  in  dispute  and  this  leaves  but  a  single  unquestioned  Ciceronian 
instance  to  support  our  passage,  against  the  57  instances  in  which 
the  Ablative  is  used.  The  manuscripts  and  early  editions  of  the 
De  Legibus  on  which  the  text  of  our  passage  rests  are  not  of  the 
most  satisfactory  kind.  The  irregularity  of  ingenii  raises  the  sug- 
gestiem  that  Davis  and  his  followers  may  be  right,  in  spite  of  the 
MSS. ,  and  Cicero  may  have  written  here  magno  ingenio.  Other- 
wise we  have  certainly  "cine  eigcntlmmliche  IMischung. " 

10.    Cic.  Brut.   237  P.  Murena  mediocri   ingenio   sed  magno  studio 

rerum  veterum  litterarum  et  studiosus  et  non  im- 
pcritus,  mult.e  industrial  et  magni  laboris  fuit. 
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This  is  one  of  the  oft-cited  instances  of  both  Ablative  and  Geni- 
tive' m  the  same  sentence.      Stegmann  characterizes  it  as  similar  to 
tiic  instance  we  have  just  discussed,    "an  odd   mixture."     Kruger, 
on  the  other  hand,  sees  in  it  the  fair  illustration  ofhis  law,  -soil  also 
fin-   innere  geistige   oder  sittliche   eigenschaft   als   characteristisch 
VMi-herschend  und  das  Wesen  einer  Person  bezeichnend,  dargestellt 
vcrden,    so     kann    nur    der    Genetiv    stehen.      Sc^ll    sie     dagegen 
11  nr    als    einc    an     der     Person    erschcinende     dargestellt    we'rden, 
,i:anz   abgesehcn    davon,    ob   sie   zu   dem   Wesen    derselben  gehore' 
so   steht  der  Ablativ."      He  translates  accordinglv,  M.  zei^ie  wenig 
G.nu,    aber   einen  grossen    Eifer    fur    das    Alterthum,     Fleiss   und 
An.>tren£rung  lagen  m  seinem    Wesen.      For  the  illumination  of  this 
f-av^age  let  us  quote  the  sentence  which   follows  it,    Brut.    237   L. 
Turius  parvo  ingenio,  sed  multo  labore,  quoquo  modo  poterat  sa^pe 
'^''^■^'^^     •      •      .  ,     and  beside  this  let  us  set  Brut.  240  Q.  Pompeius 
A.   F..  qui  Bithynicus  dictus  est,  biennio  quam   nos  fortasse  maior, 
siiinmo  studio  diccndi   multaque  doctrina,  incredibili   labore  atquc 
in.iustria.      The  quality  of  L.  Turius  described   by  multo  labore  is 
th.  >ame,  objectivelv,  as  that  of  .Murena  described  by  multi  laboris. 
>o  are  the  incredibili  labore  atque  industria  of  Pompeius,  considered 
obireiively,  the  same   as   the   mult^t   industri.e  et    magni   laboris  of 
Mureiia,  and  while  special  reasons  may  be  given  for  the  case  of  each 
in^rance   where    it   appears;   thus,    that   incredibili,  preferred    in   the 
AMarive,  because   of  its   form    [cf.    page   32J,  drew  labore  and  in- 
<!u>trKi  with  It;   that  multa  doctrina  is  put  in  Ablarive  for  the  sake  of 
^MnnKtrv  with  summo  studio  and  the  Ablatives  following;   and  that 
iiiuko  labore  is  influenced  by  the  neighborhood  of  ingenio.  which, 
^'   '''■   ^^^'^^   -'^^-^   P^.^^'    54,    is  regular    for    Cicero;   yet  it  must  be 
admitted  that  the  distinction  in  question  is  purely  subjecrive,  if  it  is 
felt  at  all.      Kruger  recognizes  such  a  distinction\vith'the  comment 
''OS  leuehtet  heraus  ein,  dass  esingewissen  Fallen  darauf ankommt, 
^^  ic  d(T  Schriftsteller  eine  Eigenschaft  betrachtet  und  darstellen  will.  '' 
I  he  weakness  of  such  subjective  interpretation  we  have  discussed 
already  at  the  opening  of  this  chapter.      Each  reader  must  judge  for 
him.^eif  what  distinctions  lay  in  the  author's  mind.      It  is  not  impos- 
Mbh:  that    the  use  of  the  Genitives  here   was  influenced  bv  the  at- 
tain |.t  on  Cicero's  part  to  gain  at  once  balance  and  varietv  of  style. 
Six  attributes    are    expressed,  two  by  two,  for  the   sake  of  balance 
two  HI  the  Ablative,  two  in  the  form  of  adjectives,  and  two  in  the 
Genitive  ior  the  sake  of  variety. 


^  ^m  • 
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II.    Cic.    Fam.  4.  8,   i   ncque  moncrc  tc  audeo,  pra?stanti   prudentia 

virum.    nee  c<»nrirmare  maximi   animi  hominem 
un um ( j ue  U )rt i ssi m um. 

Tlii>  exani])]e  illustrates  again  how  far  from  unanimous  the 
LTranunarians  have  been  in  their  \iews  of  these  constructions,  for 
Kulin(M-  cites  t  lis  instance  to  i!liL>trate  that  the  genitive  sets  forth  the 
^iibirel  wir  rr  isf,  the  Ablative  in'e  cr  sich  £:^7^// Kiihner  agrees  with 
Kruger,  interj  reting  "Der  du  vorzugliche  Klugheit  zeigst,  aber 
maximi  animi  von  dem  Charakter. "  Zumpt  sees  here  an  illustration 
of  his  statemeat  that  'Mm  iibrigen  lasst  sich  keine  scharfe  Grenze 
Ziehen."  Madvig  quotes  the  {nissagc  to  illustrate  that  there  is  no 
difference  l)etween  the  Al^hitive  ami  the  Genitive.  Draeger  remarks 
over  it.  "  Wahrseheinlich  nur  der  Al)wcchslungs  wegen  stehen  beide 
Casus  in  demsjlben  Satz." 

That  the  use  of  the  different  ea>es  serves  the  rhetorical  purpose 
of  variety  which  Draeger  recognizes  may  be  at  once  admitted,  and 
this  admission  need  not  necessitate  the  giving  up  of  ZuiPipt's  con- 
tention that  here  is  keine  scharfe  Grenze,  if  we  will  interpret 
"  Seharfe  "  to  suit  the  case.  It  is  possible,  however,  to  bring  into 
the  diseussi«^n  here  two  facts  ap{)arentlv  unnoticed  by  the  grammar- 
ians which  go  to  show  that  Cicero  did  not  use  these  cases  ''nur'' 
de  r  Abw  echslungs  we2:en,  but  in  rccoii:nition  of  a  clear  distinction 
between  tlie  fcrcc  of  Ablative  and  Genitive.  The  first  of  these  has 
been  albuled  to  alread}  in  connection  with  De  Leg.  3,  45  above.  It 
1-  the  fact  that  homo  suninia\  etc..  prudenti:v  was  a  thing  unknown 
to  Cicero's  iiSc.ge,  homo  >unima  prudentia  being  the  old-fashioned 
form  of  phrase  with  which  he  and  his  predccessr)rs  always  character- 
ized a  man  of  this  descripiion.  ('omj)are  not  only  Fam.  3,  7,  5;  4, 
2  ,2:  De  Or.  3,  87:  Phil.  2.  13  and  3,  36,  quoted  above,  but  also 
Alt.  \i\  16,  B  8;  Clu.  47:  C'lu.  1:7:  Rab.  Perd.  26:  De  Div.  2, 
^o;  Cac.  34,  for  Cicero's  unvaried  use  of  |)ru(lcntia  in  the  Ablative. 
So,  tiien,  Cicero  has  not  chosen  to  use  here  an  Ablative  instead  of  a 
Ge'nitive  for  tl  e  mere  sake  of  variety,  but  he  used  the  Ablative  be- 
cause it  was  tae  only  form  of  this  idea  familiar  to  him,  the  (jcni- 
tive  o{  ( hiality  prudentia-  not  yet  having  been  formulated.  It  may 
be  noted  here,  too,  tliat  had  Cicero  been  inclined  at  this  time  to  in- 
vent the  Genitive  j)rudenti;e.  as  Mirtius  did  two  or  three  years  later, 
he  woulel  hardly  ha.e  done  it  in  connection  with  this  adjective  pnes- 
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ranti,   which  -ti  in-,  hkc  most  adjectives  in-is,  to  furnish  no  instance 
of  use  in  trie  (nnitivr   of  ()ualitv. 

I  h(  secon.i  fact  is  that  to  ("icero's  mind  the  difTcrence  between 
\-ir  niaximi  aninii  and  vir  maxiino  animowasan  objective  (htTerence, 
(li>tinctly  marke.L  Attention  has  been  cal U'd  in  a  previous  chapter, 
{'aire  15.  to  theehanuye  of  meaniuLr  underL^one  bvaniino  between  the 
nme  m[  Phiutus  and  that  of  Cicero.  C'ictTO  is  the  writer  who  tlrst 
sn^.ws  by  the  u.-c'  ..i"  the  Cienitive  of  ()uabtv  the  (H>tinction  in 
niraninLT  betwe<n  animus  -^  character  and  animus  zz^.:  the  frame  o( 
mmd.  And  whih'  the  ^^reat  prevalence  oi'  the  Ablatixes  b(->no  animo, 
etc..  led  to  the  occasional  use-  of  the  Abhitivc-  phrase  where  the 
Cjeniri\e  would  have  .^uited  better  the  h'i;ic  of  the  situation,  vet 
ric(  ro  nt  \-er  went  so  far  as  to  use  the  phrase  maximo  animo  where 
he  rel(Trt-d  to  the  character,  but  onI\- maximi  animi.  Indeed,  out  of 
iiH'<  yv-nine  ca.-es  in  which  he  does  use  the  Abhuive  of  (^)uahtv  with 
ammo,  to  which  ma\-  be  acKled  the  sixty-three  cases  of  animo  in 
earner  writers.  oid\-  one  contains  the  phrase-  maximo  animo.  and  that 
u-  I- am.  4.  13.  7  extremum  ilbid  e.-t,  ut  te  orem  et  obsecrem  animo 
uf  maximo  h'-  ikc  r-obim  memineris,  etc..  wlwvr  phiiidv  the  phrase  is 
or:!y  a  rhet(H-iia'  (  xairireration  of  b.-no  animo  >is  and  ha>  not  at  all 
the  I'lfee''!  the  •  ieiii  ti\  I'S  maxind  aninii.  I-'i  ir  all('ic(To"-  uriTini:^.  in 
the  pass:i_:<'  jii.-r  udeih  Fi,i,ndus  couhl  not  at  will  hax'e  become  vir 
maxini!  animi,  ih^aiudi  he  nii-ht  ha\c  become,  for  the  tiuK;  bein<r. 
n.axiiP..^  amnio,   v.  !iuii  i<  objectivelv  (luite  a  differeiU  thin-. 


'o» 


i:      Pt    Nat.    Deor.    2.   4^  Xec  enim  hunc    ip-um  mundum    pro  certo 

roiundum  e»e  dieiti-;   nam    pos-e  f](Ti  ut  sit  alia 

lii:ura.    innumeralulexpie   mundo<  alios   aliarum 

e.--,-e  form  arum. 

Alia  fiirura  i.<  reL^ular.      Aliarum  formarum  i>   unusual   and  seems 

t'  be  prompted  hv  the  same  desire  for  variety   which    prompted  also 

the  use  111  the   Mcond   phrase   of  a  synonym    formarum    in    })lace   of 

u.LTura.   to-ether  with  a  dilTerent  construction  of  the  vctI)  and  the  use 

0}  aho>  m   tiie   di>trihutivc  sense.      Aliarum    formarum    is    the  more 

rt  niarkable.    too,     because      in    addition      to    bein.i:   a    (ienitive    of 

Qualit>  in  the  {)lural,   which  is  in  L^aaieral  uncommon,  it  involves  the 

riivme   arum  -arum,    which   all   ,<,n>(.d  writer>   preferred   to   avoid,  cf. 

paje  35.      This   IS   tlK    only  instance   of  formarum    m    the   (Kuitive 

of  (Juality.  and  it  is  iarther  remarkable,  becau.se  at   tims  time  there 


»      * 
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was  only  the  .ablative  of  the  lingular  in  use,  the  Genitive  formx^  nut 
appearing  unt  1  Horace. 

13.  Cic.  Phil.   2,   13   vir  summo  ing^enie)  summa.-  prudentbv. 

(Ajncernin.^  this  instance  cited  by  IMuhlmann,  which  contradicts 
Cicero's  unvaried  usage  in  respect  to  prudentiar,  it  is  necessary  onl\ 
to  observe  that  the  modern  editors  all  read  summaque  prudentia, 
to  whicli  the  critical  editions  record  no  variant. 

14.  Att.   14,   14,  2   quum   dedissem   ad  tc  litteras   VI.   kalend  satis 

multis  verltis,  iribus  fere  horis  post  accepi  tuas, 
et  magni  quidcm  punderis. 

Cicero  would  hardl}'  alK)w  a  genitive  to  stand  here  in   the  place 
of  multis  verb:s,  because  of  the  objection  to  the  rliMne  orum  -orum, 
page    35.        7  he     Cienitive     niagni     ponderis    is  justiHeel    also,     on 
se\erai   grv)unds.     First,  the  (jenitiw:   is  logical    for    expressions    of 
weiglit  (which  is  an  inherent  and  permanent  qualit}  ),  as  we  have  re- 
marked  at   paL;e    43.      Second,    it    coincides     with     Cicero's   usage, 
which    has,    with   one    exce})tion.  the    metaphorical    expressions    of 
weight    in  the  (jcnitive.      d'hus.    Witin.  <)  boni    viri    iudicent,  id  est 
maximi    mouK-nti  et   })onderis;    Plauc.  4    (merita   Plaucii)    magni  .  . 
ponderis  a[)ud  vos  esse  tlehere:    l'\im.  2.    19,   2  tu.e  littene  .  .  maximi 
sunt  apud  me  ponderis;   and  here,  litu  ras  magni  ponderis.      The  ex- 
ception is  Att,    10.    I,    I  films  eodem  e>t  apud  me  pondere.      On  the 
utlier  hand,  Ccero  uses  twice  grandi  pondere  in  the  Ablative;   Cic. 
\'err.   2,  4,  32    Iiydriam   grandi    pc>ndere  ami    Nat    Deor.  3.  S^  ami- 
culum  grandi  pondere,  both  times  of  literal  physical  weight. 

Third,  there  is  occasion  here  ft  »r  a  variation  from  the  Ablative 
phrase,  wdiich  has  just  been  used,  for  the  sake  of  emphasis,  and 
Cicere)  has  also  sought  this  through  the  use  of  et — quidem.  This 
letter  wdiich  he  is  acknowledging  was.  indeed,  magni  ponderis,  for 
it  was  important,  that  is,  metaphorically  magni  ponderis,  and  it  was 
bulky,  literall)  magni  ponderis,  1 1>  ce)ntents  included:  ist,  newsof 
'' Quintus  noster  coronatus  ";  2d.  the  jokes  about  \'estorius  and 
Pherionum;  3d, the  defense  of  Prutus  and  Cassius;  4th,  matters  of  ista 
7T<>/\iru{Ct)rt/j,k';  5th,  Atticus,  counsel  concerning  the  Ides  of  March; 
6th,  news  of  Antonium  de  provinciis  relaturum  (this  might  be  im- 
portant); 7th,  Rapinas  ad  Opis;  Sth,  hortaris  me  ut  historiasscribam; 
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9th.  de  omnibus  mt'is  consilii>    ut   scnhis  .    .    .   tiat;   ictli.  qii«»f}  me 
cogitare  JLibc-;    iitli,  plcasii^u:  little   p(»>tse  ript. 

15.    I  .LS.   B.  (j.   7.  39   Kporedunx  /Kduu>.  >iniiinu    Iulu   iuitu>  adu- 

Ifsct-ns  ct  sunini.L-  doini  potcnii:i",  et  una  \'iri- 
domarus,  pari  .itatt-  ct  irratia  >(d  L:cnciv  di>pan, 
.    .    .    cunvcncrant. 

Many  con-idt-rations  might  be  advanced  here  a<  affecting  tlie  use 
ui  Ablative  and  (lenitive  respectively.  In  the  first  place  the  Abla- 
tives pari  and  d!-[)ari  are  made  necessar)-  b\-  the  non-exi.>tence  uf  the 
Cieiiitive  pari>:  >e',-  page  27.  Again,  a  variety-  t'>  the  st\le  is 
atiurded  b\-  the  alternation  uf  Construction.-.  Again,  iuiil  an  Abla- 
tive summa  duini  [<M>tentia  Iteen  u>ed.  the  >t\ie  ui-uKl  not  have  lieeii 
^"  clear,  tor  a;ter  summo  h -c* »  natu-  and  the  ^"-(.rdinat<  LMnimic:- 
ti'^i  et  another  Ablative  would  not  havr  -ugge.-ted  so  mfalh'blv  the 
ditlereut  drpeiidence  ot' the  idea  expressed  b\   -umma- potent  i.^. 


Uk    Xep.    Dat.   3     'J  htiyn.     hominem     maximi     C'.rpori-   terribiiiijue 

UiLie.    cjuuil  et    niger   et    capilh-    longo    barljacjue 
promis>a,  optima  \t>te  texit. 

I  his  IS  an<  thtr  ot  tho.-e  examples  wliieh  ha\e  lmmic  the  rounds 
'.'!  the  gramman. Ill-  and  been  used,  in  turn.  t..  ilbiMrate  the  \iev.s 
ol  each. 

To  Draeger  it  shows  no  iHffereiice  in  the  meanings  and  ajM-ears 
thus  --nur  der  Abwechslungs  wegen.  "  To  Zumpt  it  .-hi)\\>no  -harp 
distinction  between  tlie  cases. 

To  Kruger  the  (jcnitive   appears  as  relating  to  the  ver\-  l)eino-  of 
the    man.    the    Ablatne    oidy   to    his    a[)pearance.    readih-  alteral)le. 
Lane  translate.-  so  as  to  show  the   characteristic   diitereiiee  --a   man 
oi  gigantic  frame  and  with  an  awe-inspiring  prc-en^c '" 

Lupu>  Comment.-.  '•  Der  (ienetivus  und  der  Ablatixii-  (jualitat i.^, 
stehen  hier  neben  einander  ohne  we.-enlichen  Liiter.-chied  des 
HegritLs"  and  later  he  says  the  con.-tructi(»n  i.-  liue  "Miiir  dein 
Bedurtniss  der  Abwechslungs."  In  like  manner  >tegmann  -a\s  (p. 
243):  --Xicht  beiVeunden  kann  ich  mich  mit  subtik-n  di.-tinetiouen. 
wie  sie  Heraeus,  S.  116,  anm.  2,  gibt,  wenn  er  .  .  .  Xep.  Datam 
M.  3,  I  .  .  .  durch  die  Bemerkung  erklaren  will  ;  da-  schreckliche 
aussehen  wurde  gemildert,  wenn  er  sich  haupthaar  und  bart  kurz 
lichneiden  liesz. " 
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Tliat  there  is  any  "  Bedurfniss  d.er  Abwechslungs'"  for  the  sake 
of  the  st\le  herj  is  a  thing  difficult  te»  see.  On  the  contrary  there 
is  one  fact,  overlooked  b)  all  tlie  commentators,  which  has  abso- 
lutely determined  the  usage  in  one-half  ol  this  passage,  and  that  is 
the  form  of  the  word  facie,  as  pointed  out  in  the  preceding  chapter. 
Had  Xepos  desired  to  express  here  an  idea  more  logically  to  be 
expressed  by  the  Genitive  he  \v(.)uld  have  been  driven  to  forsake  his 
de>ire  b\-  this  fact  of  form  alone. 

With  the  u^e  of  facie,  then,  prescribed  from  the  beginning,  if  the 
author  felt  a  distinction  between  Ablative  and  Genitive  he  was  only 
free  to  manifes:  it  in  his  use  of  the  C}enitive  and  this  manifestation 
M-ems  to  occur. 

A  Genitive  corporis  is  almost  unknown  to  Latin  literature  before 
Li\y,  the  only  instances  at  hand  being  the  one  before  us  and  a 
passage  from  Ilor.  Kpist.  i,  20.  24  where  the  Genitive  form  is  required 
by  the  metre.  On  the  other  hand.  35  instances  of  the  Ablative 
C()rpe>re  can  be  cited  previous  to  Livy  and  almost  as  many  later. 
It  is  remarkal)k  that  of  all  the  instances  of  corpore  in  the  Ablative  not 
one  has  the  adjective  maximo.  Perhaps  a  reason  for  this  can  be 
fuund  if  we  consider  some  of  the  adjectives  which  do  appear,  such 
as  these:  albo,  aquilo,  immani,  pra^stanti,  firmo,  exiguo,  incolumi, 
gra\i.  infermo.  a?gro,  inculto,  horrido,  magno,  candenti,  fesso, 
insigni,  detort3,  vesco,  decoro.  integro,  adfecto,  obeso,  brevi, 
humili,  minori,  vegeto,  valenti,  salubri,  inlibato. 

All  these  Ablatives  refer  to  the  literal  body.  What,  then,  would 
be  logically  homo  maximo  corpore.^  The  man  with  the  largest 
bod\',  in  compirison  with  several  or  all  others.  But  what  is  the 
meaning  in  01  r  example,  hominem  maximi  corporis.?  Lane  has 
rendered  it  a  "  man  of  gigantic  frame.  "  By  a  simple  rhetorical  figure 
the  size  of  the  body  has  come  to  be  put  for  the  body  itself,  and  the 
tigurative  expression  is  put  in  the  Genitive,  just  as  in  the  earlier 
instances,  Fam,  7,  i,  2;  9.  26,  4:  Most.  782;  Men.  100;  Aul.  325, 
and  those  mentioned  on  page  35  ti  This  difference  between  the 
literal  and  the  figurative  domains  of  the  ideas  gives  a  ground  for  a 
distinction  betAveen  the  use  of  the  Ablative  and  the  Genitive  ideas. 

17.   Sail.  Hist.    2,   16  Maur,  =:Suet.  de  Gramm.  c.   15;    "  ut  Lenaeus 

.  .  .  Sallustium  historicum,  quod  eum  (scil.  Pom- 
peium)  oris  probi,  animo  inverecundo  scripsisset, 
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acerbi.^<ima    satira   laceraveht.  -     (Inc.  75  D.  41 
^'    I^^    21    G.    II,    p.     -86     Br.)     Pratoea    cf. 
.sacerdot.     (VI,  p.    461)    iHud   dc  Pompeio,    qui 
colons   erat   rubei.  sed  animi  inverecundi.      Plin. 
""^^•SZ-    '  ^^^a-no  Pompeio  Vilnus  quidam   . 
ft   Publicius    fiu-re   .similes  illud    ..r  probum   red- 
^^J^^nte.s/  id.    XXXVII    14:     "erat    et    ima^o    Cr. 
xVmipeii  e  margantis  .    .    .  illius  pn.bi  oris  vener- 
andiquepercuncasL;entesi;probij  \'L0,  improbi 
^    (^   O    Kritz.  >ed  dlud  le-erat  PIiniu.s. 
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U.  hav.  iK-n-  n„ne  of  Sallust's  context,  but  ncnc- is  .u-cessarv  for 

•-•   u.Klcr.atKhn,  of  th.    passa.-.      Sa,l„-t   tnad.    an    epi.ram  on 

;   M-.-ueh  ,,,,,„,  that  ■t.t,rK.d,lK.l,,,t,.r   .watt,    „f  Pon.peVs 

'/■'-I   '•'.-■UU-.   uase.U.l.ratcd    f,  T  .enoration.   .„eco.d,n.   (w.tness 

::;■;,;,;;;■    ,---'^'-'—.i,    cun-.,:    t,,,-..   .aunne/uL   and 

e.\}..iaiiied  h\-  -^■a(,ert!(  «s. 

■™:   "^''   '"    ■'-■'■•^iancwitl,   Sallu.t-s   .ell-known  tc-ndencv   ,o 

:  -  '■  "'"■"■■  ''""'■^■^■'■-  "'^-  'llu-lra.„.n  cteJ,  Sail.  Cat  „  , 
;";:■;'-■■  >':""-  -i  ->'-  ,an.a  at.ue  f.,nuna  expene.  nu,;  '  be 
iclnaceJ,  ~i>'.-e  the  bettor  R-a.linKM^patria  ^e.l,• 

No.,  an  ept.ra.n  is  n„t  the  place  for  .nlinarv  expression  o, 
.'■  lau.  B„hlnes,  ol  expression  conple.  .uh  antuhe,i.  of  form 
-I  -  -n   ,het.r,eal  device  to  tnake   the  ep„ran,  eheane.      So  it 

H'-  ■■  iK.ne.t  con,  tenance  '■  i.  se,  ,„  contrast  with  the  shatneless 

t-n.       Wuh  rc,,ard    to    oris  prob,    i,  nr,y  be   sa,d    that   such  an  ex- 
Ke>.-,on    ,-  n,urat,ve.  and  jnst  as  the  ,ew   classical    instances  of  a 
-'■•'>   P-<  -cd  bKurativelv  are  in  the  (.-nuivc,  so  here  appears   tl,e 
:'';•'"■    '■"■~    •■':''-   ^■'•^■-''-t.  85  :valent,ort,,n   late     n>(,ra 

/'  bhunn,  san,tn,ns  :   Fan,.  ;,   ,,   .  non  tni  stotnach.  :   „or.  Sat    r 
4.   ^etnunct.e  nar.s  :    Kpod.    .2.  3    „aris   obe.s.e  :   X'al.   3,   ,     „    ,w 
ranu.^siiui  pectoris.  J-   --    -i    nag 

An  attempted  explanation  of  oris  probi  on  the  basus  that  the  ex- 
prc..on   was  sarcastic  is  discredited   by    Wohilin,  Archiv.  X\,  4  p. 
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489.  and  will  be  omitted  here.  Besides  the  arguments  there  ad- 
vanced the  following  passage  from  Seneca  seems  also  to  count 
against  the  sarcastic  interpretation.  F.pist.  i,  11,  31  nihil  erat 
mollius  ore  Poripei  numquam  non  coram  pluribus  erubuit. 

icS.  Livy    I,    II.    8    Quod    Sabini    aureas  armillas    magni  ponderis 

brachio  levo  gemmatosque  magna  specie  anulos 
habucrint. 

7  his  instance  o^  the  variation  between  Ablative  and  (jcnitive  of 
(Quality  different  editors  have  ciitftrently  accounted  for.  That 
magna  specie  is  adverbial  to  gemmatos  is  unlikely.  That  it  is  re- 
quired merely  for  the  sake  oi  variety  in  the  style  is  doubtful.  A  suf- 
ficient reason  \'o'  the  juxtapo.-iti« ju  of  the  two  cases  here  is  seen  in  two 
facts,  one  of  w  lich,  at  least,  has  escaped  all  the  editors:  first,  Livy 
is  the  first  writer  to  show  the  e\  idence  '"f  that  great  movement  towards 
the  free  use  of  the  Genitive  <>f  (Jualitv  which  carried  the  immediately 
succeeding  writers  X'alerius  and  X'elleius  almost  clear  of  the  use  of  any 
Ablativesof(^)uality,  while  making  their  Genitives  so  frequent.  For  the 
effect  of  this  change  in  usage  on  expressions  of  the  idea  of  pondus 
see  page  43.  What  we  need  to  note  here  is  that  ponderis  is 
Livv's  unvaried  usage,  a  usage  ap|)arently  grounded  in  a  perception 
of  a  logical  distinction  between  the  force  of  the  (jcnitive  and  of  the 
Ablative.  I'he  second  fact  concerns  s{)ecic.  Neither  Livy  nor  any 
other  writer  beV^re  Palladius  (35  5-3'y5  A.  D, )  recognized  the  per- 
missibility of  a  Genitive  of  (^)ualit}-  in  {)lace  of  specie,  owing,  as  we 
have  seen  page  23,  to  the  form. 

19.    Liv.  6,  22,  7  Kxactv  iam  ;vtati-  Gamillus  erat,  sed  vegetum  in- 

genium   in  vivido  pcctorc  vigebat,  vircbatque  in- 
tegris  sen  si  bus.      .... 

It  seems  too  great  a  stretch  to  regard  integris  sensibus  here  as 
Ablative  of  Qui^litv,  though  under  (polling's  definition  it  might  be 
held  that  it  describes  the  noun  Gamillus  rather  than  the  manner  in 
which  he  flourished.  The  use  of  the  Genitive  here  accords  with  the 
general  swing  tDward  a  preference  for  ex|)ressing  the  (jcnitive  lorms 
of  ideas.  At  ar,  earlier  day  we  sfiould  have  had  the  form  a?tate,  as 
already  remarkeJ  in  connection  with  GcCS.   7,  39  and  Verr.  5,  32. 
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20.    Liv.   27,   19,  8  Cum   Afros  vcnderct   iiissii  iinperatoris  qusestor 

puerum    adultum    inter  co>   forma  insigni    cum 
audisset  rcgii  generis  esse  ad  Scipioncm  misit. 

Since  the  first  instance  we  have  of  insignis  in  the  (ienitive  of 
Quah'ry  occurs  in  Justinus,  and  so  late  as  I'acitus  onlv  the  Ablative 
f'>rm  r,f  this  adjective  appear>,  we  could  hardly  look  t'or  a  (lenitive 
torma?  in>ignis  here,  although  with  an  adjective  of  the  fir>t  dec), 
r.ivy  could  and  did  use  the  (ienitive  form;e.  44.  28  eximi;e  ecfuos 
f>rma?,  notwithstanding  all  precedent  to  the  contrary;  cf  eximia 
f-rma.  Cic.  'Fuse.  5,  61;  Ter.  Andr.  72:  Plaut.  Stich.,  381;  Merc, 
260,   210. 
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The  contrast  between  Ablative  anil  (ienitive  here  serves  also  a 
rlietorical  purpose  by  distinguishing  between  the  relations  in  which 
the  two  (pialities  are  felt  to  stand  towards  their  suf)ject.  Thus,  the 
fact  that  a  grown  boy  furnished  a  noble  exterior  would  not  ha\e 
prevented  his  being  sold  by  the  (juastor.  but  the  fact  that  he 
belonged  to  a  royal  family  was  of  very  dilTerent  im})ortance  and 
caused  him  to  be  sent  to  Scijuo. 

21.    [jv.    30,    4,    I    Calonum   loco  pnmos   ordines   -pectat.e   virtutis 

atque  prudenti.e  ser\i]i  habit u  mittebat. 

Tlie  'lenitive  virtutis  atcpie  {)rudenti.e  is  f-gicab  and  for  law 
reguLar,  though  an  earlier  writer  w.  .uld  probablv  have  used  virtute 
at'jue  [^rudL'inia,  as  commented  above  to  C'lc.  I\im.  i.  7.  11  and 
C"u.  Phil.  2.  13.  The  juxtaposition  ^^i  two  ca>e>  here  1.-  brought 
af">ut  b)-  the  meaning  of  servili  liabitu. 

If  the  .\blative  of  Quality  describes  the  subject  at  the  time  of  us 
manifestation,  but  the  Genitive  the  characteristic  which  belongs  to  a 
per>on,  then  the  (n'uitive  hal)itus  would  have  been  distinctly  out 
iA  place  here  and  the  Ablative  habitu  altogether  appropriate,  for 
these  soldiers  merely  were  sent  out  in  servile  gar!);  thev  were  not 
mem  of  characteristically  servile  appearance.  A  distinction  between 
habitu  as  clothing  and  habitus  as  the  character  of  the  appearance 
mav  be  < -bserved  elsewhere.  Thus,  compare  the  (ieiiitives  in  \'al. 
Max.  5.  I.  7  puer  eximia-  formx-  etliberalis  habitus,  and  Plin.,  X.  H. 
35,  114  Gryllum  dcridiculi  habitus  with  the  Aldatives  in  Liv.  26,  6, 
II  habitu  Itahco;  Tac.  Ann.  4.  59  habitu  tali  repertus  est:  Ann. 
12,  41  puerili  habitu. 
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2  2.    Piv.    31,    2],  6   in    Sabmis  incertus  infans  natus.    masculus  an 

femina   ( sset,    alter    sedecim   iam  annorum  item 
ambiguo  >exu  inventus. 

The  (leniti\(  annorum  is  regular  an<i  unavoidable,  but  the  reason 
f  M-  the  ii>e  of  a-nbiguo  sexu  is  farther  to  seek.  Livy  had  already 
ii>eil  the  (ieniti\-  'in  2b,  34,  ^  pubert  >  xirilis  sexus,  and  this  usage  was 
fr>Ilova:d  by  Tac  ,  Ann.  i.  5^';  2.  3S;  2.  84:  ^.  19;  Suet.,  Aug.  loi; 
I'ronio.  Strat.  1.  ii,  6;  ju-tin..  i,  4,  7:  37,  i:  53,  2,  thougli  the 
earlier  usage  had  been  invariaf^le  in  the  Ablative,  dliat  tliere  is  any 
pli\>ical  differerce  between  ])uer  virili,-  sexus  and  puer  virili  sexu 
could  not  be  maintained.  Whether  in  our  passage  there  is  a  sub- 
i>eti\e  difference  in  the  I,atin  similar  to  that  which  one  feels  in  Pmg- 
ii.-Ii  between  the  phrases  a  cliiid  sixteen  years  old  of  doubtful  sex  was 
di:co\ered,  and,  a  child  sixteen  years  old  was  discovered  with  its  sex 
doubtful,  mav  be  left  for  each  ob>erver  to  determine.  That  there 
IS  no  .-exus  airbiguus  to  wiiich  a  child  could  belong,  as  he  might 
beloUL:-  to  the  sexu.-^  virilis  mav  a!.>o  be  taken  into  account  here. 


:].    \av.    38,   24,   2   Orgiagoiuis  regub    uxor   forma  eximia  custodie- 

batur  \n[cY    plures    cajnivas;   cui   custodian    cen- 
turio  praeerat  et  lii-idinis  et  avaritix'  militaris. 

bormaeximu.  wa>  from  tb.e  earlie.-t  times  a  set  phrase,  of  sufficient- 
\\  freijueiit  occuirence  to  siigue>t  us  u.-e  by  Livy.  both  here  and  at  26. 
^o,  I.  See  also  the  c<unment  <»n  pa-e  64  to  Liv.  27.  19,  8.  'Lhe 
growiim'  ])refererce  for  the  (knitive  forms  is  seen  in  Livy's  use  of 
eipu'S  eximia  form:e  at  44.  2^,  and  th!>  same  preference  appear>  in 
the  use  (^f  libidiuis  and  avariire  in  *  iur  exam])le. 

2\.    Va\.   ^Lix,  I     7.  7  existiniavit  ad -e  venire  h(^minetii  ingentis  mag- 

nitudinis.    coh>ris     nigri.     squalidum     barba    et 
capillo  inmisso. 

The  di.>tinction  here  between  the  u.-e  of  Genitive  and  of  Ablative 
1-  (Utireh-  clear.  It  lies  in  the  |)eculiarity  of  \'alerius"  style,  shared 
b\-  other  writers  ;)f  his  time,  which  led  him  to  throw  every  one  of  his 
"(lualitatis"  ideas  into  the  (letutive  !->rm,  except  in  three  instances; 
I.  I.  Lxt.  lb  cNimia  facie;  3.  2.  27,  capite.  umero,  femine  saucio 
oculo  eruta.  anc;  the  one  before  us.  capillo  inmisso.  Of  these  the 
fir>t  was  imp(~»ssible  in  th.e  Genitive  because  of  the  form   of  facie,  as 
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^hnu-n    on    pacrr<    i6.      The   r.thcr   Ablatives   arc    part,   of  the  body 
'vhRfi  \'a!(TMis  never  uses  in  rhr  (ienitive. 

f'-r  <lercn.M.  of  eapilb .  innii.^>o  a>  Ablative  o!  (hialitv  and  not 
Ablative  Absolute,  ef.  (iollin-  (ivni.  \-|.  2.  pa-e  43.'  In  our 
'xample  is  further  to  be  noted  the  nrw  e.  m^-trueti- -n  ..f  Mpiabdum 
harba  ...  xpialula  barba.  which  offers  an  additional  incan>  of  variety 
r-  thestyle  and  of  escape  from  the  Mid-fashioned  Ablative  .>f  Quality. 
2S-    i'lin.   N.   H.   7,   24    choromandaruni    u:enteni    vocat    Tauron   sil- 

"vcstreni,  >ine  voce,  stridoris   liorrendi,  hirtis  C(»r- 
p'oribus  oculis  irlaucis,  dentibus  caninis. 

^^^^.    ir,   274    contra    lon^a;  esse   vit;e  incurvos   umeri>    et   m    manu 

unam  aut  duas  incisura>  louL^as  habentcset  pluro 
(]uam  XXXir  dentcs  auribus  aniplis. 

27.     12.   46   di.^tat  quod   sine  cauliculo  e>t    et    (pmd  minonbus   foliis 

(}iiodque  radicis  ncque  aniane  necpie  odorat:e. 

2\    12,  56   contorti  esse  caudicis  ramis  acens  niaxime  Pontici. 

2.y.    25.   74   Min[)lici    caulc,  mminii>    uAu-^  ilcrfr-  c<.pu>.]   crumpentis 

cuin  uva  maturocit,  od-Tc  non  miucundo. 

30.    25.  lie  (juafeniculi  siniilitudinc  candidioribus  foliis  et  minoribus 

hirsutixpae,   caulc   pcdali  recto,  radicc  suavissimi 
;:ustus  et  odoris. 


^^i.    27.  44    herba   iMJns  duris    cineracei   coN.ris, 

lon^ns.  calh.sis  rubentibu>. 


.    viticuli? 


27,    ^3   Huni]li>   h.erba   densis    folii,.    fere    papaveri>,     minoribus 


tanicn      S(  .rdidioribuscjue.      odoris     t.etri 
aniari  cum  adstrictione. 


c:ustus 


7.  1 1  5-  tcrtiuni  ,i;enus. 

et   in     se    infarctis. 
supcrx'vux'. 


uno    caulc  densis  Lreniculis 
lohis    autem   i)icc\e,    radicis 


34.    2y,   I  iS  Pancratium     .      .      .      tV,li,s  albi   hli   lon-ioribus   cras- 

sioribusque,  radicc  bulbi  magni,  olore  ruf<». 
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35.  27,122    Poterion     ....      languine    spissa,    foliis     parvis, 

rotundis,     et     ainulis     longis,    mollibus,    lentis, 
tenuibus.  llore  longo,  hcrbacei  colons. 

36.  31,  47  Terra  vcro  i])sa  promittit  candicantibus  maculis  aut  tota 

glauci  ciiloris. 

Before  citing,  in  addition  to  these  twelve  instances  from  Pliny 
eleven  more  v  Inch  involve  the  juxtaposition  of  Ablative  and  Geni- 
tive uf  Qualit .'.  we  shall  be  able  to  realize  that  we  have  come  upon  an 
author  who  shows  a  new  freedom  in  the  use  of  these  constructions. 
A  two-lold  reason  is  not  far  to  >eek.  l^liny,  in  the  first  place,  found 
himself  with  :.  waveriiiL^  tradition  behind  him  reG:ardinQ:  the  use  of 
these  cases.  The  re])ul)lican  writer-  had  used  Ablati\es  vastlv  in 
tlie  preponderance.  Writers  after  Livy  had  used  (jcnitives  almost 
exclusivelv.  Where  later  usai^^e  had  ce)nt]icted  witli  earlier,  wdiose 
authority  wa^  Plin\-  to  follow.'  hi  the  second  place,  in  a  work 
somewhat  of  die  nature  of  a  dc.-criptive  catalogue,  how  could  Pliny 
resist  the  temptatie>ii  to  gain  for  his  style  whatever  variety  was 
possible  by  resorting  to  ail  known  t^xpedients  of  change  in  form. 

This  sec'jnd  point  is  fulh  ob^erNed  b}-  Johannes  Miiller,  who 
says  (Stil  des  Aeltereii  Plinius  111,  ij  181)  "  l^ei  einem  Werke  mit 
der  Anlage  uiul  Behandlungsweise  der  X.  H.  war  fiir  die  Darstellung 
keine  Gelahr  i;r(')ssere  als  in  fdnlorniigkeit  zu  verfallen,'"  and  in  illus- 
tration of  Plin}'s  effort  to  avoid  thi>  danger,  he  devotes  paragraphs 
and  sections  to  "  W'iederholung  desselben  Wortes  nach  kurzem 
Zwischenraun  e  "■;  '*  Gleichmiissiger  Anfang  ";  "  ^lannigfaltigkeit  "; 
"Abwechslung  zwischen.  i.  Sing,  und  PI  ;  2.  die  Casus;  3.  Gen. 
od.  abl.  qual.  u.  adj. ;  4.  abl.  qua!,  u.  relationis  ;  5.  abl.  qual.  od. 
adj.    u.    Dat.   des  Besitzes  oder  hal)ere, "  etc. ,  etc. 

He  says  (i^  22,  2):  '' Specie!!  die  Abwechslung  zwischen  Gen.  u. 
Abl.  qual.,  bti  den  Aelteren  Schriftstellern  durchaus  selten  audi  bei 
den  spateren  nicht  liaufig.  ist  dem  Plinius  ganz  Gelaufig. " 

Under  such  circumstances  we  shall  expect  to  find  the  difierence 
between  the  two  cases  pressed  tv)  it.-  lowest  point  and  every  subject- 
ive discrimination  sunk  occasionally  under  the  desire  for  variety. 
Yet  even  in  Pliny  the  instances  show  the  cases  not  used  with  entire 
indifi'erence.  For  instance.  Pliny  uses,  as  the  examples  cited  above 
all  show,  onl\  the  Ablative  in  the  plural.      The  only  exception  is 
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27-    21,  23  nee    iilli    ilorum    excelsitas    rnaior,  intL-rduin    Lubitoruiu 

tmim,  languido   .-enipcr   culU»   ct  nun   MirfiLicnti 
capitis  oneri. 

\URTe  tlie  consiructiun  is  one  of  Measure  the  use  «»!'  whieh  in  the 
(ienitive  wa-  unifurnn  See  n^.te  te)  C'ie.  X.  1).,  2,  48  above  and 
tu  Liv y  31.    12. 

Again,  grammatical  clearnrss  sometimes  retjuired  tlic  use  ofwne 
ur  tile  other  construetion,  Thu.-  with  Xos.  29,  radicc  sua^■i^.<imi 
gu-tu-  et  '»d(»ri-  ;  3.,.  toliis  cineracei  ct.U.ns;  ^1, 
tii^ri  gu.-tus  amari;  ^7,,  radice  Imlhi  magni.  an 
CL'ha"i-,   comjKire. 


u-ni^    (Mi(.ns 


i\  3  5.   lion-  iicrhan  i 


3S.    12.  47  radice  galli  nardi  .-emine  acinosum,  <aj).>r!-  ^.didi. 
3g.    12,   56  toho  piri.  minore  dumtaxat  et  herludi  eul..ri>. 
40.    21.   25  geinmu  eaule,  carnosiore  radice  maioriscjue  hulhi. 

\n  the  la.-t  exam[>!e,  tur  instance,  a  maiureque  i)ulh(.  vo.uKl  niodilv 
not  radice,  as  here  intended,  but  the  same  subject  uhieh  cauh-  and 
raiiice  modily.  and  it  is  in  just  the  >anie  \va\  tliat  in  Xo.  2^  above 
the  (ieniti\e  stridori-  hi.rreiidi  after  sine  v'OLe  Ireo  thr  :-t\!e  Ir^  .m 
grainmaticd  ob>curit_\-.  d"he>e  t\\(.  requirenient>  o!' Abhitives  lor  the 
{dural  and  tlie  lorced  use  ot  cases  l\)r  grainmatiLal  di-tinctiie.--  ac- 
c)unt  for  the  u>e  of  all  the  Al)latives  and  (lenitives  in  Xo.-.  31  and 
34. 

Add  to  these  the  fact  that  Pliny  al\va_\s  puts  part-  <-r  the  human 
bodw  like  collo,  ca[)ite.  dorso,  ore  (except  illiiis  [» obi  i)ns)  barl)a. 
ca[>illo,  ain-ibu>.  pedibus,  oculis,  dentibus,  in  the  Ablative,  and  that 
he  Seem-  to  leel  sometime.-  the  anaK>gy  with  part.-  K^i  the  human 
body   v,.i    parts    of  Vegetables'    bodies,    a-    caule.   folio,  rami.-,   bacis. 


e.,   I 


rtice,   Irutice,  and  we  shall  thus  have   accounted  al.-o  for  Xo.-. 


:^N 


3^'  and  40.  Curious  to  observe  is  that  {lore  and  radice,  whieh 
ought  to  come  in  the  above  list,  show  exception.^  lloiv  twice, 
against  its  regular  u.->e  in  the  Aldative  twentv  times;  and  radice 
thrice,  against  its  regular  use  twent}-one  times  in  the  Aldative. 
till  more  curiv)us  is  tiiat  each  one  o{  these  five  exceptions  occurs 
liere  the  Genitive  is  in  juxtaposition  with  an  Ablative.  These  ex- 
ceptions appear  in  Xos.  27,  29  and  ^  above  and  the  two  lollowm 
passages: 


s 
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41.  19,    1^:7  purpuream  maximie  radicis  Ca'cilianain   vocant;   rotun- 

dum  vero  minima  radice  aarvri'da. 

42.  21,   is4  candidum  radice  lignosa,  in  collibus  nascens,      .      . 

alterum  nigrius  liorisque  nigri. 

Another  exception  to  be  mentioned   here  is  that  shown  by  the 
Genitive  contorti  caudicis  of  Xo.   28  above. 

It  would  [)e  drawing  the  distinction  too  fine  to  say  that  both 
flore  and  radice,  above,  were  potential  parts  of  the  plant's  body 
rather  than  actually  manifest  parts;  that  is,  that  a  plant  could  be 
llore  niirro  oiilv  when  in  bloom,  but  at  other  times  quite  as  well 
tloris  nigri,  and  radice  lignosa  when  the  root  could  be  observed,  but 
radicis  neque  amane  nec  odorat.e  even  when  it  had  to  be  dug  for. 
Such  a  distinction,  however,  would  not  be  without  analogy.  Take, 
for  examp.e,  the  Genitive  in  Xo.  25  above.  Longie  vita^  refers  to  a 
long  life  predicted  and  yet  to  come,  but  not  actually  present,  and 
it  might  b-  applied  to  a  youth  e)f  twenty.  This  would  certainly  not 
be  true  o(  longa  vita.  A  point  at  which  Pliny  seems  to  have  allowed 
his  ehoice  of  Ablative  or  Genitive  to  be  affected  by  declensional 
form  is  apparent  in  this  use  of  coloris  and  colore.  With  14  in- 
stances ()i  coloris  facing  16  instances  of  colore  it  would  seem  bold 
to  assert  that  Pliny  made  a  distinction  bet  ween  them,  until  we  com- 
pare the  instances.  When,  however,  we  place  beside  cineracei 
coloris  (Xo.  31)  and  herbacei  coloris  (Xo.  36)  the  following  two 
examples; 

43.  26,    37   radix     .      .      colori-  intus  herbacei  crassitudine  digiti 


mini  mi. 

44.  27.   125  femina  magis  herbacei  coloris  caule  tenui. 

we  get  the  suggestion  that  the  form  of  adjective  stems  in  eo  may 
have  constituted  a  source  of  distinction  in  Pliny's  mind.  By  the 
side  oi  th'^se  instances  are  to  be  placed  the  following:  24,  33  mellei 
coloris;  37,  170  aurei  coloris;  27,  83  crocei  coloris;  37,  5 1  colons 
aurei. 

Xow,  over  against  these  set: 

45.  10,  8  hac  facit  ut  quintum  genus  yr//<jioy  vocetur  velut  verum 

solumque   incorruptor   originis,  media  magnitud- 
ine,  Colore  subrutilo,  rarum  conspectu. 
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and  with  this  t' ^nipare  the  euhjiv  ruf^  ui'  Xu.  34  dh-.jw  and  tlie 
^^^'"'^''^^  "f  adjcLtivt-s  appcaniii,^  uith  CMh,rc,  asfohows;  adusto, 
luchiKU-i  ad.  hcrhidu.  laiiidiido.  Mihrutih-,  medio,  Hvido.  hiiii^ues- 
ct'iitr,  ^ulji-iiiu.  II  tht:  hst  st(){)pcd  htTc.  the  chstinctiun  abuvc  suj.(- 
gi^>ud  WMukl  be  clear  enou^^di.  'Idierc  arc  at  hand,  however,  two 
lu'-n-  Ahkitives  which  MiU-t  be  mentioned;  i(k  43  hc|Uoris  melle<:) 
Lui..n.  where  the  Abhltive  is  ^)erha{)S  su_u-^e>ted  bv  the  need  o( 
grammatKal  clearnr>>,  and  37,  170  hhci  daci\h  m  Creta  terreo 
cob  n-  {M.Hicem  humanum  exprimunt.  where  the  AbLitive,  if  not 
de}K-!ident  upon  expnmunt.  can  onl_\-  be  ealh-d  an  exception. 

Before  pa>.^ni-  t>.  the  next  examph-.  ^b.^erve  a^aiii,  in  Xo.  45, 
the  /ii-rimtiMii  betwe.-n  the  rcbuion  ot'  the  (ietiitive  and  that  of  the 
Ai/ijuw^  to  ihc-ir  :^niijca.  ddiis  !';'/,■//../  1..  iju-  true  and  >.nb-  per- 
cnc.pteru^  "i  1"^^"^-  bre((l.  It  has  niotleratr  h/c-  and  a  t  Mh.r  towards 
the  rtddr-h,  and  >. .  iiia\  a  dozen  other  kind-  of'  peren> -pteri :  but 
f^''-  '^  ^^^''  •"^''>  ''lie  >.r  pure  breed.  d'he  ch>tincth.n  m  idea  1.-  met 
with  a  disiincti*  ^n  in  ca-e. 

1  hi-ee  in-tanco-  Ir.  ^lu  Phny  remain  t«.  be  cited: 

46.  g,   54  -eorpioin.^  eiiiL^u-  aranei  maL;nitinhni>. 

^""^  •  'i!'>5  ii<'  example  oferfmic  mthe  ( ieniiive  of  (juaht\-  and  n]ay 
c^'iulude,  therehu-e,  tiiat  like  faciei  and  s{)eciei  it  \\a<  avoided. 
11  ei  [he  lurm  eifjiiiei  been  in  u>e,  Plmy  mii^hl  have  introduced  liere 
into  the  lan-ua-e  in  phice  of  scorpionis  the  adjective  .-eor[ih.niuv, 
:!'-[' ad  e.t  at   2..,   S,   where  it  ilo.-.-  occiu"  tor  the  lir>t  time. 

47.  ii',    37  L.    Ianu>  Rufu>  intima  natalium  humilitate  consulatum 

nnlitari    indu>tria    meritu.-    antiqu.e   alias  par.-.i- 
moruA-. 

A['paientl\-  an  >n>tance  oi  balanced  interchange  between  Abla- 
tive. adjeUive,  and  Cienitive.  ( Jther.^  .>ee  m  the  Ablative,  however, 
not  an  Aldatr.e  oi"  IJualit).  but '•!"  separation. 

i  »ther  [)iira.>e>  showim;  a  i^enitive.  >in-ular  or  {;lural,  de[)endent 
14.. n    an    Ablative   ol    (Quality   are    found    elsewhere;    for    instance: 

Tac.  Ann.  4,   44  multa  claritudine  generis. 
tJi^t.  4,    15  claritate  natalimn  insiyni. 

Antiqn.e  parsimonia'  would  have  appeared  onlv  in  the  Ablative 
be^.re  the  beginning  of  Silver  Latin,  which  lor  our  construction 
mu.-t  begin  with  Livw 
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48.    8.   214    Sunt    ibices    pernicitatis    mirandx\    quamquam   onerato 

capite  \asti.-  cornibus. 

That  the  quality  of  pernicita<  is  related  to  ibices  in  a  different 
way  from  that  ol  capite  oner,ii<>  may  afford  a  distinction  of  ideas 
suOlcient  10  warrant  a  ditfe fence  m  case.  k/^ 


Wk 


49.  Tac.    Hist.    I,    14  Piso    M.    ^Vassoet   Scribonia  genitus,  nobilis 

utrinupic-,  vultu  habituque  moris  antiqui. 

If  the  interpretation  of  mori-  antiqui  as  a  genitive  dependent  on 
vultu  habituque  could  b(>  defendied.  we  should  have  here  a  Genitive 
of  (^)ualit}-  lying  within  the  Ablative  phrase  and  forming  a  part  o[ 
it.  (kammatical  clearness  would  be  aided  by  the  Genitive  moris 
anticjui  instead  of  a  more  antiijuo,  which,  Innvever,  for  another  rea- 
son, wouki  ne\er  occur,  namely,  that  antiqui  moris,  like  cibi 
minimi  (cf.  No.  i)and  impetu>  antiijui  (Ann.  13,  54),  is  a  phrase 
o(  special  sense  and  somewhat  hgurative  application,  of  a  kind 
which  appears  in  the  (ien!ti\e  rtnlxx 

In  our  passage,  however,  such  an  interpretation  will  not  be  held. 
X'ultu  and  hal)itu  depend  uj)on.  m<^ris  anti(|ui,  and  we  should  tran>- 
late    *'of   the  old  school  in  look  and  appearance." 

50.  Hist.   2,  64  ct  pari  probitate  mater  Vitelliorum,  Sextila,  anti(|ui 

moris. 

The  invariable  use  of  f)ari  in  the  Ablative  has  been  noted  alreadv 
on  page  37.  For  moris  in  the  Genitive  of  Quality  see  the  last 
example.  Ku(;era  in  his  treatise  "  Uber  die  Taciteische  Incon- 
cinnitiit, ""  ails  to  observe  this  in>tance. 

51.  Hist.  4,   15  Erat  in  Ganinefatibus  stolidie   audaci^e  Brinno,  clari- 

tate natalium  insigni, 

licra^us  reads  insignis.  ( in>igm  ]  insignis  Gottl.  Keissling  u.  Wurm), 
but  withoi.t  sullicient  authoritw  The  frequency  of  such  Ablatives  as 
claritate  with  a  dependent  (ieniti\e  is  commented  on  above,  at  Xo.  46. 
The  history  of  audaci;e  ilhr^trate,- what  has  been  said  above,  page  14. 
concerning^  the  development  of  constructions.  Gicero  said  audacia, 
Glu.  64,  Semper  singulari  fuii  audacia;  Fam.  15,  4,  10  his  erant 
linitimi  pari  scelere  et  audacia  I'ebarani  (though  in  both  these  in- 
stances   tl:e   Genitive  oi'  the    adjectives    used,    singularis  and   paris, 
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'vvoiild  have  been  avoided);  Att.  7.  7,  6  tanta  auctoritate  dux.  tanta 
aii'iacia.  Sallust  begins  the  use  of  the  Genitive,  Cat.  18,  adulcscens 
nolnlis,  summx^  audaci.v,  which  Seneca,  of  course,  takes  u[).  (^^nt. 
I.  2.  3  cuius  audacia?  es,  puella?  Tacitus  had  behind  him  a  divided 
tradition  and  in  this  instance  uses  the  (lenitive,  (icliius  show-  \\\> 
arehaistic  tendency  by  returning  t(^  the  earher  form:  15.  9.  3  (juanta 
htentia  audaciaque  C:vciHus  hie  fuit.^ 

The  aim  at  contra.>t  in  this  passage,  observed  b\  Ku,era  and 
a.-cnbeci  in  general  to  Tacitus  by  Draeger,  (lantrelle,  Zernial  and 
indeed  by  all  writers,  i-  not  to  be  tlis|)uted  here. 

52.    Ann.    4.   29  cum   primores  civitati-     .      .      Lentulus  senectutis 

extreniLV,  Tubero  defect')  corpora, 

TTow  great  a  subjective  dilTerence  there  ma\  have  been  tod'-uiius 
l^rwoen  Lentulus  senectutis  extrem:e  and  a  suppo.-able  Lentulus 
seiK  ctutr  extrema  cannot  be  >h«  >wn.  d'he  evich;iu  intemion  for  con- 
tract, liowever,  can  be  made  apparent. 

I  he  general  increase  ol  Tacitus'  fi)ndness  h  t  contrast  seen  in  the 
Annals  lias  been  pointed  out  by  W/^iniin.  Phih)].  2^,  121  \{.  In  the 
pi-^aL^^e  before  us  the  .Ablative,  Tubero  defecto  c^rpi^rr,  wa,>  a  fore- 
u-m.  C(^nclusion,  for,  aside  from  a  lialf  dozen  instances  from  I.ivxand 
the  two  Senecas,  scarcely  an  example  of  the  Oenitive  corporis  can 
b(-  found  before  Tacitus  (cf.  also  note  to  X. ..    15).      d'acitu-   himself 

^2     lluxi.-. 


nvariably    followed    the    earlv    usage:    thus    Hist. 


0 


corponbus:  4.  46  mtccto  cor{)ore:  4,  77  intecto  corporr;  Ann.  2,  73 
^••rjioa'  decnro,  geniTc  insigni;  2,  75.  defesso  luctu  et  corpore 
?egro:  6.  46  fcsso  corpore:  11,  36  is  modesta  iuventa.  >ed  corpore 
!n<i'-ni:  14,  17  trunco  per  vulnera  corpore:  15,  34  corpore  detorto. 
iUit  Tacitu>'  custom  is  to  express  the  idea  of  .etas,  also  with  the 
-vbiaiivc;  thus  Hist.  3,  33  exacta  ivtate  feminas:  3.  (^-  f^ssa  :etate 
parrn,.;  4,  42  nondum  <enatoria  Lvtate:  Ann.  i,  46  Augustum  fessa 
jtate:  2,  39  xtate  et  forma  haut  dissimili:  2,  60  septingenta  milia 
a^tate  militari:  5,  i  mortem  obiit,  atate  extrema;  5,  10  ham!  dis- 
pan  .vtate:  6.  ir  quamquam  provecta  x'tate:  12,  42  X'itelliu-  vali- 
cii-itna  gratia,  xtate  extrema;  15,  i^  fessa  (fessorum  Joh.  .Mailer) 
:etate. 

It  would  have  been  simple  for  Tacitus  to  have  said  h(Te  r.entulus 
rxtrema   letate,    as  he  did  say  extrema  :etate  Ann.   5,    i  and  12,  42, 


I 


for  this  wjuld  have  exj^resscd  110  ver_\-  ditlerent  fact  about  Lentulus; 
but  he  sought  variety  in  st}ie  and  so,  after  the  analogy  of  other 
abstracts  in  the  (leniiive  lir  introduced  here  the  new  phrase 
senectutis  extremx. 

53.  Ann.   6,  5  Exim  Cotta  l\Ks-alinus,  SLVvissimx' cuiusquesententix' 

auctor  10. 1  lie  inveterata  invidia  ubi  primum 
iaculta>  data,  arguitur  pleraque  in  C.  Cx'sarem 
quasi  incert.e  virditatis. 

ddie  ccntrast  between  Ablative  and  Genitive  here  is  not  so  marked 
because  they  are  not  so  closei}'  !)ound  together  in  the  construction 
of  the  sentence,  yet  each  in  it>  place  seems  justified.  Thus,  we 
sliould  elistingnish  between  the  hatred  which  others  feel  against 
Gotta  and  wiiich  he  "  has  "  because  tlie}'  put  it  upon  him,  and  a 
haired  \\h;ch  Gotta  feels  becaii-e  it  is  a  characteristic  of  his  nature. 
ddie  latter  would  ap})ear  in  the  Genitive,  but  the  former  idea  is  that 
which  Liv/  intends  to  conve\'. 

54.  Ann.   4,  61   Q.    Haterius,    familia  senatoria,   eloqucntix;  quoad 

vixit  C'jlebrat.e; 

The  abstract  qualities  k^^  thi-  and  the  two  following  examples  arc 
not  unnatural  in  the  (jeniti\e.  It  is  tcj  be  noted,  however,  that 
Tacitus  sa  d  also,  Ann.  4,  48  Ikilbus,  truci  cioqucntia. 

55.  Ann.  6,   15   Calibus  ortus  patre  atque  avo  consularibus,  cetera 

equestri  familia,  mitLS  ingenio  et  comptiv  facun- 

duc. 

Contrast  here  is  carried  out  completely,  through  the  use  of 
mitis  ingeiio,  instead  of  a  {M)^.cil)le  miti  ingenio,  and  of  comptie 
facundix  instead  oi  a  possible  compta  facundia. 

56.  Ann.  0,    31    Sinnaces,    in-igin     familia   ac   perinde   opibus,    et 

j)roximus  huic  Abdus  ademptx'  virilitatis. 

The  preference  of  Tacitus  lor  the  Ablative  of  the  plurals  accords 
with  that  of  the  earl\-  writer.-  and  puts  opum  instead  of  opibus  out 
of  the  question.  The  (jccurrenee  of  the  Genitive  of  the  adjective 
insignis  in  Justinus  makes  us  de)ubt  whether  Tacitus  would  have 
felt  an  inc  ination  to  avoid  its  u::e  here. 
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57.    Ann.   5,    I  Julia    AiiL:-u>ia   m.-.rtcm    oi,iit,  ;ttatr  cxtrcma,  nohili- 

t.ui>  per  C'Liinliain  laniiliani  ct  cuioptionc  Liviu- 
'■iini   fuli' TimKiue  clari>.-inLL'. 

A-ain  i!ir  A!^Luiw  .ftatr  cxtn-ma.  the  use  of  which  has  been 
liiii.-^rnitvJ  in  \hv  n^u-  to  X...  52.  IkTc  it  >efni<  a-  nuich  an  "in" 
easr  a-  a  ••  with  ^  .^^r.  'J'hc  (]initi\c  contracted  with  it  is  a^L^^ain  an 
al'SiraLt  (juahty.  W'c  .  .l)>c_-rve  once  nmiv  the  evidence  of  Tacitus' 
t  'ndne.c>  le.r  c..ntra>t  in  the  seitin-  of:'  of  per  with  the  accusative 
a-ain-i  ad^pti^ne,  an  Ahhttive  .if  .Means. 

58.    Ann.    i>,    2  Xe    fenn'na    exp>  i-t.e    fecnnditati-.    intei^ra    iuventa, 

Lhiritudineni  (\e.-aruni  ahani  in  dunumi  lerret. 

'■•^  v/onian  ^>'  pre)Ved  fertiHi)-,  wiiii  her  vouthrul  vi^-or  still 
unhruken.  '  Th-  speaker"-  attitude  is  diherent  towards  the  two 
M'^i^^'^tie-,   tlie    M-cniidit\-  kein-   k.oked    upon    a-    the   attiahute  which 

tl'  teiau!!!'. -^  tii  ■  character  of  tiie  woman. 

''^-    -'^"''-    ^3-    :'4    ^>ii(.l   corniter   a    visentinus   exceptuin.    (|uasi    ini- 

j'etu-  antiipn    et    l)()na    .enndatione.      XcTt.)    etc. 
leinulatione  ci  »dd.;   .Lanukitio  Rhenanus  !k 


Say.-  kurne.ui  aA  k  .c.  :  ••>,.  Ilahn  and  Xipperdey  alter  Rhen- 
^^'^^^  niM.  a  !  oi  the  Me.k  .eniuku  ione  ( t he  ne  keinu--  >uppo>ed  to 
have  ariMU  ^  ait  of  a  rrprt!t;..n  of  the  kkkeAin-  word).  Others  re- 
^■''•■■^  '•-'  -^^^  ''•  -^-'-t  here  the  l^vd.  is  tea  .vtnetly  tliat  oi"  ipialitv  and 
^^i^'^^'-''-  V  ail  1  k.,irdly  ke  other  than  cau>ak  and  we  >lioiild  have  to 
c>^ki-i'i  ^'iv'  -■  ntence  (-.idi  (iron.j  a^  -quaM  mipetur^  anti(iui  es^et, 
et  ajiniiuUF  aie  i >■  ai.i  ik-:\-[. 

Drae-cr.  on  tiie  aher  hand,  r.idr-  .emulatione  and  utes  this  in- 
stance (.^iii  de-  iae..  <  26y)  a-  an  exaaipke  ■  .:\o-.  .rdmation  of  Abla- 
tive an  1  (,ei!iti\-e  -1'  (Quality,  whiui  is  tlie  view  held  ai>o  bv  Km. 
Jacob  Ml  ki-  k.dirioi.  (ikiris.  i>:^).  Ixir^era.  by  omitting  this  passai^c 
from  n;.^  !i>i,  >e.:nL-.  to  foliow  llaim'.-  read m-  and  ihi>  i>.  most  re- 
^'■^^'y-   tile   view   adopted  b\-  lA.n^tanc  ill    hi^   edition  (  Ikiri<,    1898). 

lo  iiir  majonry  Riienanu^' conjeeture  r^eems  to  iurn:>h  the  easier 
readiii-  auvl  i;'  we  ad-pt  it  e»ur  example  dL-^aj.]»ear:>. 

60.    Ann.    15.  38   ad  i.ot  lanienta  pawaitium  feminarum:    fessa  retate 

aut    rudis   pueriti.e    [.eta>J     pueritne   |ac.    (ironu- 


I 
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\iu-:     ])UeT!ii,e    :vtas    (fessa    aut    rudis    pueritia.^ 
LC'ta.-.      /j'psius,  le-sa  aut  rudis  x-tas  Haase\\. 

The  laiest  editors  seem  aL;rei  ki  with  Halm  in  regarding  [:vtas]  as 
a  gloss.  [)raeger,  ad  k>c.  comment.-:  '' Die  paventes  zerlallen  in 
drei  klasscn:  Weiber,  (b/ei.-c  iin  1  Kinder.  Ablativ  und  (icnetiv  der 
Ei<>-enschaft  hangen  al-o  ai-  a]a/o>iriMnen  von  paventium  ab,  ebenso 
wie  femirarum."  I'nkkr  iki-  interpretation  the  passage  would 
illu.-trate  dkicitus'  tciulenc}  lo  contrast,  showing  three  different 
stvles  of  expression  k»r  three  appositional  ideas.  It  is  simpler,  how- 
ever, to  accept  the  interprei;uion  suggested  by  lialmks  punctuation 
and  regard  rather  letate   and   -pm  riti.e  as  appositional  to  feminarum. 

Fessa  ;etate  is  for  dkicitus  a  regular  construction  (cf.  Xo.  51). 
Rudis  pucntiiv  on  the  other  tiand  is  unusual,  this  phrase  not  being 
found  elsewhere. 

61.  Fronto.  ad  :\I.  Cke.-.   2.  5  (p.  30  Xaber)  Satis  ne  ego  audaci  con- 

siiio  et  iudh.io    temerario  videar,  cum  de  tanta,' 

gk  aTe  vir'.  >  i  xistimo. 

dlie  Ablatives  denote  the  qualities  with  which  the  subject  mo- 
mentarily ap})ears  anki  we  miulit  easily  see  here  an  illustration  of 
Kruger"s  distinction  be  tweeii  tiie  Aidative,  showing  the  subject  •'  wie 
er  sich  zeigt ""  and  the  (naiitiw.    -'wie  er  ist. 

We  slie)uld  observe  here,  however,  that  whereas  Fronto  might 
say  Polen.on  fuit  tanta  giea-;a.  we  .-houhl  hardly  find  him  saying 
de  tanta  «iloriaviro,  k  a-  after  die  llu  Ablative  gloria  would  be  confus- 
ing, ddns  limitation  upon  tlie  use  of  the  Ablative  has  been  noted 
already  at  page  68. 

62.  (}ell.   I,   15,   19   HuiusmrHdi   autem   loquacitatem   vcrborumque 

turl-am  niagnitudine  inani  vastam. 

If  we  interpret  ma-nitudiiiie  inani  with  either  verborum  or  turbam 
^^^  v,rb,  rum  inanissimv)rum  uirbam  or  verk»urum  turbam  inanissi- 
mam)  we  have  an  mstancr  eadts  juxtaposition  as  Ablative  oi  Quality 
with  the  (denitive  huiu.~mo,li.  d'liis  would  offer  no  peculiarity,  as 
the  Geni:ive  would  k.e  a  ..ompouml  o{  m<)di,  and  the  Ablative  a 
descripti\e  case.  whiJi.  tiio.u-h  it  would  appear  in  the  Genitive  in 
Val.  Max,  or  Seneca,  is  used  exclusively  in   the  Ablative  by  Gellius, 
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^'   '^-  ^'    '^-   '•  '•  '^'^^^tratinir  li,>  rHurn    to  thr   .tvlc  uf  the   earlier 
writers.  •  ^^iniLi 

''■■-'tlu...tla.rhan,l.  u..i„„,p,,    „„,,,„„„„.    .  j,,,  vas.am  it 
'^  ",,  l,,„y-cr  Ablative  >.l  Ot,alu_v,  anj  the  .xan,!,!.  fal'.  ot,t. 


'':>•    .)•   'f'.  4   C.Lcilius.  (|inim  facxivt '■-.'■' 


■t  ciCKiii  ni.niiiic  L-t  ciusilrm  ar- 
giimcnti  coiiuL-diaiii. 

The  aui-erence  seems  qtmc  as  .ul.jcctne  as  in  the  luidi.h  expres- 
s.;.n  -acotnecly  u-,th  the  satne  natue   an  1  „r  the  .a,ne  cntetUs'- 

^.t  a  s,nt,htn.y„r  content,  aoes  .eetn    sleeper   than    a    snn.Iantv '.'n 
n  a  rile. 


^>4.    9,  4,  6   qua  fu.sse  facie  Cyclopas  poet:v   iVrunt,  alios  item  e>.e 

homines  apud    eaiulem   c:ili   plairam    smgularix' 
velocitatis. 

The    invariabihty    of   face  owing  f,   its   fom>   has   l,een   noted 

a  1  reach'. 

,.  ^'^''T^:'  '!'  '^'''''''  '''  ^^'^'  ^-">^'-  -J^ich  appeared  as  early 
^^^  Hirtius  R  U   8.  36,  summ.e  veloeitatis  homines. 


'5-    y,  4,  9  ^■>>c.    .  homine>.  .  canini>  capitil.us  .    .  atque  esse  . 

Ii';niines  .    .    vivaei>Mm.e    pernieitatis;    quosd.i 
etiam  e»e  niillis  eervieihus. 


im 


Capittbtts  and  cervicibu.  are  parts  „f  the  body  and  pltn-al,  so,  of 


Course,  in    the   Al)lati\ 
abstract. 


■t-,    see  pai^e    42.      The   (ienitive    is   a-ain   an 


(>'>•    14,  2,  6  hominem  esse  non   bon:e  rei   vitaque  turpi  et  sordida 

convictumque  .    . 

X..nb„n,ereye,nindsns  of  Ph.ttt,  S„ch.  7.0  nulH  rei  eritnus 
and  La...  ()n,g.  Ir,.  ,41,  nulH  pro  ntdbttsj  qui  tantisper  nulb  rei 
--;.  J"n.  n,h,l  a,as  and  Cad.  Anttp.  Fr,.  4  ah,  re,:  f„r  ulnch  see 
:-'     -i-lh   !)e   Locattvi    e.u,  p.  53,    .ho  ascnbes   the  phrase   to 

loeative  oriLTin. 


(Others  interpret  as  a  dative  ;   thus  cf.  1 
'J'he    Ablative    vita    is    als 


lus  CI.  he) mo  Irui^i. 


writers. 


so    reminiscent    oi"   the    usage  of  earlv 
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67.    17,  9,   7  surculi    dui)   eraiit  teretes,  oblonguli,  pari  crassamento 

eiu>demc|Ue  ]<  iiigitudinis. 

The  use  of  pari  and  not  ])aii.-  is  determined  by  its  form,  cf  page 
27.  Longitudinis  is  an  abstract  and  is  found  elsewhere  in  the 
Ck-nitive;  cf.  (jcII.  Index  C^ip.  7,  3  d.e  serpente  invisitatLe  longitu- 
dinis (when,'  the  Ablative  after  cK  would  have  been  less  clear)  and 
Liv.   31,  39     II  rumpi:e  ingenti.-  longitudinis. 

The  lacl;  of  any  very  clear  distinction  here  between  the  relations 
to  surculi  of  crassamento  and  longitudinis  suggests  the  notion  that 
the  former,  as  well  as  the  latter,  might  have  stood  in  the  Genitive, 
except  lor  lack  of  the  form  {)ari>. 

On  the  other  hand,  we  may  |)erhaps  discern  an  aim  after  variety 
in  the  choice  of  the  noun  form  crassamento  in  place  of  the  far  more 
common  crassitudine  which  would  have  given  an  ending  so  like  that 
of  longitudinis. 

68.  17,   19,  3   nam  cum.  inquir.    animadverterat   hominem   pudore 

amisso,  import  una  industria,  cc^rruptis  moribus, 
audacem istiusmodi  hominem  cum  viderat. 

For  istiusmodi  cf  note  to  Xm.   2.      For  industria,  notes  to  Nos. 
I  and  10;   pudore,  to  Nos.  6  and  2y,   moribus,  to  No.  49. 

69.  19,  9,   1    Adulescens   e  terra  Asia  de  equestri  loco,  la?tx^  indolis 

moribuscpie  ei    fortuna  bene  ornatus  et  ad  rem 
musicam  iacili  ingenio  ac  lubenti,  cenam   dabat. 

Here  are  five  circumstances  narrated  of  this  young  man,  each  in 
a  ditTerent  c  jnstruction  !  That  ind*>lis  should  be  in  the  Genitive  is 
logical.  Ingenio,  on  the  other  hand,  is  affected  by  the  history  of 
its  own  past  cf  page  54.  (iellius  shows  here  his  archaistic  tend- 
ency, havinii  always  the  Ablative  ingenio,  never  the  Genitive  ingenii. 
Cf  I,  5,  3;  2,  18,  3;  4.  i5<  2:  6  (7),  3,  8;  10,  18,  6;  12,  4,  i; 
13.  25,  21;    13,  30,  3;    17,   15.  2;    19,  8,  6;    19,  9,   I. 

70.  19,  9,  2  Antonius  Julianus  rlietor  .    .   Hispano   ore  florentisque 

homo  facundi.e  et   rerum  litterarumque  veterum 
peritus. 
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AL^-ain.  three  descriptive  phrases,  each  in  adiiTerent  C(.nstruction. 
Hut  Mh^ervf,  the  part  of  the  \u,d\\  ore.  is  set  as  usual  in  the  Abhi- 
tivr.  a-  aL<M  "TV  in  i,  19,  M  Tari|uinius  ore  iam  serio  atque  attcntiore 
anim..  fuit.      Tht  abstract  quality  is  a,i<ain  in  the  (lenitive. 

Before-  our  mxt  instance  after  (Jellius  there  is   a  break  of  over  a 
hundred  yea;-,  and  the  ,^-eneraI  observation  is  calK  d  for  that  in  tliat 
time  a  chanL:c  in  usa^-e  took  place  by  way  of  liiniiation  in  the  Abla- 
tive,       dhe    Scriptores     Hi>tori:e    Au^uste.     Aurelius    \'ictor     and 
Kutropiu>  furni>}i  many  instance.^  of  the  (lenitive  of  (Quality,   few  of 
the  Ablative.      The  first  volume  ol'  Kroll  and  Skutselbs  new  edition 
of  I-irmicu>    Maternus   offers,   it   is  true,   ^o   Ablatives,  but   of  these 
two-third.-  are   m   the   plural   and   the   others,  with   four  exceptions, 
relate  to  the  body  and  its  descri{)tion.      Palladius  has  S^  Ablatives, 
:^S    "!    wiuLh   are    plural-   and    the    re.-t    comprise   crassitudine   and 
Kenitive  p>edum.  latitudine,  and  the  like;   parts  of  the  bodv;   f  >rma, 
facie,  ,un-ano.    caule,   folio,    tle)re   and  once,  corpore,  besides   two  in- 
stances  of  lu)c  -enere;    practically  all,  therefore,  relating  to  bodily 
de-cription.      d'he    IVrioclKe   of    bivy   contain    only   (lenitives.      Of 
the  Seri[)tore-  Physio-nomici,   who  de-erve  mention  because  of  their 
abundant  u.-e  of  the  constructions  in   hand,  Bartholomeus  de  Mes- 
sana   ha-  onl)  one  Ablative,  and   there  a  variant    reading,  but  many 
(lenitive-:    while    I.\>lemo   and    the   other-    have    Ablatives   within  a 
hmiied    ran-r.,n!y.      The   perceptie)n  of  a  difference   in    feeling  be- 
tween Ablative  and  (lenitive,  bv  which  a  writer  could  convev  a  sub- 
jective  di.-tiiution  with   regard  to  tlu-  object,  seems  to  have  decayed 
and  u-a-e  -ee:n-  to  have  niowd  along  other  lines. 

^^^    >ee    t:ie    illu.-riuiion    of    this    in    the   f>ur    examples    which 
1-es-ing  quote-  (Mudien,   p.    26  tb. ). 


/  ^'    ■''•    ^^-    '^^    Hadr.    10,  6    Xulli  vitem    nisi    robusto  ct   l)on.e   famLV 

daret   nee  tribunum  ni^i   plena  barba  faceret  aut 
eius  .etatis,   qu.e      .     . 


Ant.   Pi.    2.    I    Fuit  vir  forma  conspicuus  [ingenioi  clarus   mori- 

bu.-,     Clemens     nobilis    vultu    placidus;     ingenio 
-mgulari  elo(|uenti.e  nitid:e  litteratun-  prAcipu.e 
I  ingenio  cum    Reg.    del   S.    ingens   Kellerbauer, 
page  623,  singularis  IV'  exc.  -  M  distinxit  S. 
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y^.    Pcsc.  (»,  5    Fuit   statura  jtrolixa   f^rma  decorus  capillo  in  vcrti- 

cem  ad  gratiam  leflexo,  vocis  canoriu     .    .      oris 
verecundi  et  sem|)er  rubidi,  cervice  adeo  nigra. 

74.  Tyr.  30,   15   fuit   vultu    sulni(|uilo,    fusci    coloris,    oculis    supra 

modum  \igentibus    nigris,  spiritus   divini  vcnus- 
tatis  incredibilis. 

Observe  that  all  the  parts  ol  the  body  lierc  expressed  are  in  the 
Ablative  and  all  the  Ablatives  express  parts  of  the  body;  exce})t  in 
No.  71,  ingenio  singulari.  where  there  is  a  variant  singularis,  and 
in  No.  73  oris  verecundi,  which  seems  a  reminiscence  of  Sallust's 
famous  epigram,  cf.  note  te>  No.  16,  and  observe  that  tlie  adjective 
rubidus  in  this  connection  accords  with  the  phrase  of  Sacerdos, 
cited  at  pc.ge  62,  coloris  erat  riibei.  though  it  is  uncertain  that 
Sacerd(^s  wis  earlier  than  tlie  v.riier  of  our  passage,  Spartianus. 

Ingenio  in  the  Al)lati\e  is  supptjrted  by  the  regular  usage,  early 
and  late,  a.s  noted  to  N\).  8. 

75.  Firm.  Alat.  3,  3,    10  facic-t  honestis  m(»ribus  homines  et   moder- 

at:c'  dignitatis. 


76. 


77' 


3,   10.   <)  faciei 


loni;ioris  vit.e  et  bon  e  securi- 


e-) 


talis  et  bonis  c«jnsiliis  ac  moribus  et  qui 

4,    i(j,   5  faciet   homines     .      ,      bonos  graves,  boni 
consilii     .     .     et  qui     .      .     corpore  erunt 
languidii  et  irigido  ventri     .      .      sed  circa  uxores 
et  iilios  erunt  alieno  semper  aflectu. 

The  Aldatives  accord  v\ith  tiie  usage  of  the  time,  being,  with  the 
cxce[)tion  oi  aflectu,  either  jiliirals,  corpore,  or  parts  of  the  body. 
Affectu  see  ns  to  be  und.erstootl  as  a  transitory  qualit}',  but  the  dis- 
tinction between  transitor}-  and  permanent  qualities  is  at  this  late 
period  no  longer  commonly  felt.  "Longiftris  vit:e  et  bon:ii  securi- 
tatis  et  bon  s  consiliis  ac  moriluis  '"  seems  like  a  translation  of  three 
(Ireek  adjectives,  perha})s  -.ai  '( i)< ■iiu.iTt ij<;J'^  and  two  compounds 
with  H\  A  genitive  morum  could  not  appear  for  the  reasons 
already  meitioned  on  page  37.  Firmicus  lias  moribus  elsewhere; 
3,  2,  20;   3,  7,  8. 
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78.  AurL-l.  Vic.  C  L'S.    iS  Ilic  cloLiriii.e  oiiini>  ac  mi^ribus  antiquissi- 

mus. 

Observe,  again,  the  ablative   plural   moribus.      Doctrinx-  omnis, 
sounds  like  a  translation  uf  T'^.\  r"o'r(^;/j. 

79.  Pallad.  3,   26,   I  legenJi  sunt  vasti  et  arn])]i  cor})oris -ed  rotundi 

|)(>tiu<  cjuani  loniri,  \entre  et  clunibus  niai^nis, 
ri)Str(»  l)re\i,  eer\'ic<.'  ^'landuli^  >})i.^.-a, 

80.  4,    II,   2  ut  .-int  boves  n>  )ve]li.  ([uadratis  et    irrandibus    mcmbris 

et  solidi  e«»r{)i»ris,  niuseulis  ac  te)ris  ubic^ue  sur- 
L^entiluis  nuiirnis  auribus,  lat.e  tVontis  et  cris]):e, 
labris  oculisque  ni,Lrrantibu>  cornibus  rc»l)ustis  ac 
sine  cur\-utur.e  j)ravitate  lunatis.  patulis  naribus 
et  re.-iniis,  cerxice  tor^a  atque  con{)aeta,  pahe- 
aribus  lari,ds  et  circa  ^'eiuia  lluentibus  })ectore 
irrandi,  arinis  va.-tis,  \entre  nun  parvo,  porrectis 
lateribus.  latis  kunbis,  dorso  recto  et  piano, 
cruribus  sulidis,  nervosis,  et  brevibus,  iini^ulis 
mai^nis,  caudis  loni^is  ac  setosis,  pilo  totius  cor- 
poris   den.^o  ac  brevi,  rubei  maxime  coloris  aut 


lUSCl. 


Si. 


4,    II,   4  ut  sint  alti   atque  ingentibus  nienibris,  .etatis  medi.c  et 

niagis  .  .  tor\-a  tacie,  parvis  cornibus,  torusa 
vastaque  cer\ice,  \entri  sub>trictu. 

83.  4,    II,   5  seel  eliu'enuis  forma  altissinia  cor{)t»ris  1<  «ngi  uteri  ca])acis 

et  magni,  alta  iVonte.  oculis  nigris  et  grandibus, 
pulcris  cornibu>,  et  pr.ecipue  iiigris,  aure  setosa, 
palearibus  et  caudi>  niaxiinis,  ungtdis  brevibus  et 
cruribus  nigris  et  parvis,  :etatis  maxime  triniLc, 
quia.  etc. 

8^    4,   14,    I  equam  magni  ct^rpori.-^,  solidis  o.^.^ibus  et  Ibrma  egregia 

debet  eligere. 

84.  4,    14,  3  admissarius  tamen  a>inus  sit  huiu>m<>di  corporc  ample, 

solido,  mu.-culuso,  strictis   ct    fc)rtibus  membris, 
nigri  vel  murini  maxime  colori>  aut  rubei,  qui. 


^    9 


4 


f 


^S-    7'    7'     7  ^pcs    rcctioribus    cruribus,    neque    grandibus    pennif, 

pulchri  colons  ct  nitidi. 

86.    8,  4,   2  arietem     .      .      ventre  promisso  et  lanis  candidis  tecto, 

Cauda     longissima,    \elleris    densi,     fronte     lata 
magni s  testibus  .vtatis  trima.\ 


S7. 


12.     13      7   caper   Lligendu>     .      .      .      magni    corporis,    crassis 

crurit)us.  bri  vi  plenaquc  cervicc,  auribus  flexis  et 
gravibus.  parvo  capite  nitido  spisso  et  longo 
ca[)illo. 


88.    12,    13     7   capella    similis     corporis   srd  magnis  uberibus    est 

legend  a. 

In  the  face  oi^  forma  alti>sima,  corporis  longi  uteri  capacis  et 
magni,  alta  fronte  (No.  ^2)  and  of  magnis  auribus,  lata?  frontis  et 
erispi  (\o.  80)  it  is  n«n  clear  that  Palladius  felt  any  subjective  dis- 
tinction lietween  the  rthition  of  Ablative  and  of  Genitive  to  their 
subjects.  Jt  a])pcar>  also  jrom  solicii  corporis  and  corporis  longi 
that  this  (jenitive  exiuesses  here  the  literal  bodv  as  well  as  bodilv 
size,  which  we  saw  distinguished  hv  Xepos;  Dat.   3,    1. 

X<^r  is  corporis  used  here  in  th.e  Ablative  after  the  analogy  of  the 
b()(lily  parts,  as  so  often  b\-  Plinv,  as  noted  on  page  42.  Now  ap- 
]U'ars,  too,  >iniilis  in  the  (lenitive  (No.  8S),  an  example  of  which 
h>r  an  earlier  time  would  be  hard  tc^  cite.  Palladius  even  departs 
se»  far  from  die  usage  »^f  earlier  limes  as  to  use  the  Genitive  speciei, 
3,  9,  3  uva.-  })ulchra-  speciei,  discussed  under  No.  15. 

If  earliLT  di>tinctit tns  have  disappeared,  does  Palladius  ob- 
serve nvw  o  U'S  or  forsake  all  r  I'he  answer  with  regard  to  his  Ab- 
latives has  been  hinted  at  alreadw  'Phev  scarcelv  extend  beyond  ex- 
pressions  of  the  bodil}'  ])arts.  j)hrases  like  crassitudine  digiti,  and 
}durals.  Observe  that  in  the  ten  examples  here  cited  every  Ablative 
is  for  a  ])ari  of  the  body  except  m  No.  84,  where  corpore  is  for  the 
bod}'  itself 

Concerning  Palladius'  Genitives  it  is  interesting  to  note  that  out 
of  log  instaices.  37  are  of  the  terminati(^n  -oris,  mostly  liquid  stems 
of  the  3d  dec  lension  though  including  corporis.  Considering  the  large 
number  in  raodi  and  phrases  of  measure,  such  as  decern  pedum,  this 
is  a  very  great  proportion  :    far  greater  than  any  other  author  show^j. 
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The  sii.Q^gestion  readily  arises  that  Palladius  felt  for  this  form  a  spe- 
cial inclination.  This  suggestion  is  strengthened  by  the  occurrence 
in  the  Genitive  of  Quality  of  adjectives  likewise  of  this  form;  maioris 
and  tenerioris  more  than  a  dozen  times. 

The  use  of  the  Genitive  for  abstract  qualities  is  regular,  so,  mag- 
nitudinis,  soliditatis,  qualitatis,  infelicitatis,  fecunditatis. 

Remarkable  is  that  while  Ablatives  are  almost  limited  to  parts  of 
the  body,  parts  of  the  body  are  not  limited  to  the  Ablative.  Thus 
v>e  have  3.  9,  2  grani  tenerioris  et  umidi  and  3,  9,  3  grani  callosi  et 
siccioris  et  cutis  tenerioris,  beside  3,  8,  4  grano  breviore  ;  4,  13,  4 
magni  ventris.  beside  4,  11,  2  ventre  non  parvo  ;  4,  11,4  ventre  sub- 
stricto,  8,  4,  2  ventre  promisso  ;  3,  26,  i  longi  lateris  and  4,  9,  14 
soluti  lateris.  beside  4,  n,  2  lateribus  ;  and  4,  11  2  latii^  frontis, 
beside  4,   11,  5  alta  fronte  and  8,  4,   2  fronte  lata. 

Returning  now  to  the  instances  in  hand  it  is  noteworthy  that  of 
sixteen  Genitives  involved,  nine  are  in  -oris,  namely,  colons,  invari- 
able in  Palladius  in  the  Genitive,  and  corporis,  also  in  the  Genitive, 
with  one  exception,  4,   13,  3.  where  it  is  in  a  phrase  rhetorically  con- 
trasted with  a  Genitive  huiusmodi. 

Huiusmodi  is  invariable. 

Of  the  other  six  Genitives  three  are  of  a?tatis,  where  it  defines 
a  class  to  which  the  subject  belongs.  The  remaining  three  are  con- 
trary to  rule.  Uteri  capacis  (No.  82)  may  be  owing  to  attraction  to 
the  case  of  the  preceding  Genitive. 

Next  come  the  Scriptores  Physiognomici,  of  whom  the  most  im- 
portant is  Polemo,  whose  usage  is  in  general  comparable  to  that  of 
Palladius.  Parts  of  the  body  he  puts  in  the  Ablative  ;  many  of 
them  are  in  the  plural.  Otherwise  the  Genitive  is  common.  But 
Polemo  has  Genitives  in  the  plural,  and  even  the  rhyme  -orum, 
-orum.  though  that  seems  chiefly  to  occur  in  the  case  of  morum. 

>^9.    Scr.  Phys.  Polemo,  p.   188,  21  (Foerst. )  serpens    pavida    fugax 

ScTpe   familiaris    celeri  mutabilitate  deterioris  in- 
dolis. 


90. 


91, 


338,   15  nigros  crispis  capillis  augustis   talis  oculis 
stibini  coloris  nigris  capillis. 

373,  3  vir  .    .    albi     coloris     rubro     mixti,    capillo 
simplice  .   .   moderatastatura  lateribus  gravibus, 


I 
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.  .  brachiis  plenis  .  .  facie  magna  non  acuta 
tenui  came  nee  magna  oculis  umidis  et  charopis 
et  laititia  perfusis. 

By  th(*  side  of  Polemo  we  find   in  our  Codices  an  anonymous 
writer,  who  furnishes  us  the  following  examples  : 

92.    Phys.  Anon.    (Vol.    II.,    F. )  4,    5    tolerans  laborum  est,    vocis 

solida.^  aliquanto  raucioris  .   .   passibus  longis 


93- 


94- 


95' 


96. 


97. 


98. 


4,  92  Ingenuosus  esse  .  .  coloris  albi  .  .  capillo 
tiavo  .  .  corpore  recto,  membris  magnis  articulis 
discretis,  came  moderata,  aliquanto  molliore  .   . 

4,  94  Impudens  .  .  debet;  oculis  patenlibus  lucidis  . 
crassis   pedibus  et  manibus  .  .  rubicundus  colore, 
vocis  acuta^  [acute  vocis  Aj. 

4,  107  vocem  infirmi  potius,spiritus  jj  spiritus  om.  IMo.  j| 
quam  expre^sam  el  claram  habel,  .  .  oculis  erit 
non  perlucidis. 

4,  1 10  yXacpv fjoi^  mtmhxi^  esse  debet  .  .  coloris 
albi,  nitidis  oculis  naribus  ex  superiore  parte  len- 
uioribus. 

4,  124  erunt  parvi.  cavis  oculis  malae  barbae,  brevibus 
cervicibus,  parvorum  oculorum,  rugosi  vultus,   .   . 

4,  130  clamosum,  feminina?  vocis  .  .  non  indecori 
corpore,  capite  prope  rotundo,  speciosis  oculis, 
cervice  proccra,  incessu  pulchri. 


The  si.yle  of  our  Anonymous  differs  from  that  of  Polemo,  in  having 
fewer  Genitives,  but  we  find  some  which  do  not  appear  in  Pulemo; 
for  instance,  specie!  and  parts  of  the  body  in  the  Genitive,  such  as, 
4,  123  erunt  acuti  vultus,  proscissi  oris,  longi  corporis,  acuta?  naris, 
oculorum  eminentium. 

In  the  seven  examples  from  Anonymous  before  us  the  Ablatives 
are  all  corporeal.  In  five  the  Genitives  are  coloris  and  vocis,  neither 
of  which  the  writer  uses  consistently.     Thus  compare  colore  in  4, 


'\    I 


I 

i 
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91;  IC5;  r:,6  Willi  coloris  111  4.  24;  26;  27;  1.7,  aiul  iic;   aiul  v>>cc  in 
4,  91;  98;  1 02  and  119,  with  vocis  in  4,  5,  94:    11 9,  and  13:. 

In  No.  97  corn[)lete  insensibility  io  all  distinctions  appears.  Bar- 
bae was  never  before  in  the  Genitive;  riigosi  vultus  is  decidedly  rare 
and  parvorum  uculorum  adds  the  ulfense  of  the  rhvine  u>  the  irregu- 
larity of  the  Genitive  plural  fur  bodily  parts;  and  tiiat,  tuu,  after  cavis 
ocuhs  m  tile  same  sentence. 

99    Pseud  .  PoIemr,n.   5  A  14  cuius  ^pina  dorsi  Lequi    media)  niagni- 

ludine  est,  fi,'rtis  animi  est. 

With  Pscudtj  Pulemo  the  Genitive  is  the  more  iisu.d,  especiallv  of 
animi  cf  5  A  7;  ^;  14  (dirice).  The  rarity  of  ll'4Uu>,  aqui,  hi-  been 
Holed  aheadv,   page  2g. 

100.   Bait,   de    Me  s.    (Foersl)  39,    9   qui    est    albi    colon,    el   pilo-us, 

rectis  capillis  et  giossis  ,,  rectus   F,  i^yo^m-,  F  :   et 
nigir    |:  durus  in  F.,  t'/ om.  R  ||. 

With  Bariholonueus,  the  latest  of  the  Scriptores  Physiognomici,  the 
decay  ot  early  distinctions  between  Abiative  and  (jenitive  s.-ems  com- 
plete, die  Ablative  hosing  its  functii^n  of  expre^Mug  pans  of  die  ijodv, 
ct,  49,  4  mmons  capitis;  35,  i^  boni  menti;  which  appear  onlv  in  the 
Genitive,  cveii  m  plurals,  cf.  21,2  durorum  pilorum;  4*^,4  par\aium 
costarum.  'Ihe  Cienitive  of  nouns  of  the  lifth  declension  is  no  longer 
avoided,  cf  41,  ^  obscuix-  faciei;  49,  4  augustioris  faciei,  n^.r  is  die 
rhyme  -^lum  -urum,  cf  37,  6  parvorum  membrorum  el  paivoium  ar- 
iiculorum,  macer  el  parv()rum  oculorum  el  parvx  faciei. 

if  hoerster's  reading  is   Correct  in  our  example  lo,,,   then  it  .-taiuls 

tlone  as  having   the   only  Ablative  of  (Jualitv  u,-ed   by  HartliMlomieus. 

1  he  reading  o!'  die   nominative.-^   rectus,    grossus   and   duru.s,    uith  F, 

Would  find   su[  port  m  the  analogy  of  35,   7  facie  remi>-,us,  and  may  be 

Correct. 

This  brings  us  lo  the  end  of  our  chapter.  If  the'  evidence  accu- 
mulated doQ^  not  give  us  a  simple  SMiution  to  all  the  q'lesii.^n.  rai>ed 
-ver  our  constructions,  it  does,  at  least,  a::ord  abundam  illustration 
to  those  views,   with  the  expression  of  which  this  chapter  was  begun. 
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VITA, 

I,  Treor^^e  Vail  Edwards,  was  born  at  Riverhead,  N.  Y.,  en  Novem- 
h  r   [7,   1S68.     My   father,   Jeremiah  M.    Edwards,    was  a   native  of 
Sayville,  L.    I.,  and    my  mother,   Susan  Vail,    a  native  of  Riverhead. 
Alter  attendmg  the   public  school  in  Riverhead  until  1S84,  I  went  m 
the  following  year  to  Franklinville  Academy,  to  begin  under  Profossta 
loseph  M.   Belford  my  preparation   for  college.     Entering   Ilamilion 
(;<. liege    with   the   Class   (^f    1S91,  I   graduated   after   four  years    with 
h<.nors,  receiving  the  degree  A.  B.      With  the  purpose  cf  bcconiiuL'  a 
teach'T  r.f  Latin  I  entered  immediately  up<'n  p.  .Nt-^raduate  .studies  at 
rornell  Univers  ty,  following  courst\>  in   Latin  umlcr  Profcv^Mrh    Hale 
and  Elmer  ;   m  Sanskrit  under  Professor  Pri^tul  ;   in  ArLha")logy  uiidti 
professor  E(nersr)n,  and   in   Roman    Life  and  Comparative  Grammar 
under    Prolessor    11     1.    Wheeler,    my  chief   a(iviser    beini:    Profess-i 
fide.      In   the   next  year  I    went   to  Johns    Hopkins   University,  and 
tnere  for  two  years   pursued   the  work    in    Latin,  Sanskrit  ami   Creek, 
under  Professors  Warren,   Hloomfield,  Gildersleeve,  Smith,  Miller  and 
Ciideinan,  the  most  attention  being  devoted  to  the  work  of  the  Latin 
>eniin  iry  and  trie  Sanskrit  Seminary,  Professor  Warren  bein^  my  chief 
adviser.      In  the  fall  .A'   1894,  before  my  work  at    the  Johns   llopkiiii. 
u,i>  coinpieted,   I  .iccepted  a  call   to  the   new    post    ot    Instructor  in 
Latin  at  Cnion  College,  where  I  remained    three  years,  tikmi^  charce 
of   all    the    work    of  the   Latin   Department    in    1895-9''^  during  the 
a'hs-nc'^  <•[  mv  su[>erior,   Professor  Ashmore.      In  the  summer  of   1897 
I    determine!   to   resume    mv  stu>lies   and    went    to    Cerman}-.      7  wo 
semesters  were  spent  in  the  Univcisiiy  of  Munich  in  the  closest  touch 
with    Piofes.sv)r    Edward  VVoltTlin  who.  with   the    greatest    kindness,  m 
ln>  (»wn  btudv  furnisiied  me  constantly  with  excei)tiona!  advanui-^es  tor 
trie   prosecution   of  my  own    work.      There  was   carried   torward  the 
present  investigation  of  the  qualitatis   constructions,  which   had  been 
begun,  under   the  direction   of  Dr.  Warren,  before   I    left  the  Johns 
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Hopkins.  In  Municli,  also,  I  heard  the  University  lectures  of  Profes- 
sors WOlfflin,  I  wan  Muller,  Kuhn.  Furtwangler  and  Christ.  In  the 
fall  of  1 898  1  traveled  in  Italy,  .-pending  two  months  in  Rome  and 
hearing  the  lectures  cd"  Professors  Peck,  Merrill  and  Norton  of  the 
American  School  of  Classical  Studies.  In  the  spring  of  1899  I  went 
again  to  Baldmore  and  received  in  June  from  the  Johns  Hopkins  Uni- 
versity the  d(;gree  of  Ph.  I). .  f.  .r  which  the  present  dissertation  was  sub- 
mitted. The  final  revision  of  the  manuscript  for  the  press  has  been 
made  during  the  winter  and  spring  uf  1900  chiefly  at  the  Library  of 
Columbia  Uaiversity,  to  who-e  staiT  I  acknowledge  indebtedness  for 
many  courtesies. 


